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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, ]fay 81, 1900. 

The Senate met at 11 o.'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D, D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the·J ournal of the proceedings 

of Tuesday last, when, on request of Mr. CLAY, and by unani-
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. • 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec
tion, will stand approved. 

VESSEL SHIP CAROLINE. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
annexed findings by the court, relating to the vessel ship Caro
line, Charles Treadwell, master; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. 

SHIP CONCORD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law and the opinion of the 
court filed under the act of January 20, 1885, in the French spolia
tion claims set out in the annexed finding by the court relating to 
the ship Concord, John Thompson, master; which, with the ac
companying papers, was referred to the Cawmittee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented the petition of George 
Keenan, of Rochester, N. Y., praying for the adoption of an 
amendment to the general deficiency appropriation bill providing 
for the payment of overtime claims of letter carriers; which was 
ref erred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper
ance Union of East Syracuse, N. Y., praying for the enactment of 
legislation t.o prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army 
canteens and in any of the newly acquired island possessions of 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs. 

He also prasented petitions of the Trades and Labor Assembly, 
American Federation of Labor of Syracuse, of the United Gar
ment Workers of New York City, and of the Central Federation 
of Labor of Troy, all in the State of New York, praying for the 
enactment of legislation limiting the hours of daily service of la
borers and mechanics upon the public works of the United States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. BARD presented a petition of the congregation of the Bap
tist Church of Napa, Cal., and a petition of the Woman's Chris
tian Temperance Union of Berryessa, Cal., praying for the enact
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
Army canteens, etc.; which were referred to the Committ.ee on 
Military Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER presented petitions of ,257 citizens of Guy, of the 
Ministerial Alliance of Tacoma, and of the Independent Order of 
Good Templarsof Dayton, all in the State of Washington, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the saleof intoxicating 
liquors in Army canteens, etc.; which were referred to the Com
mittee on Milit.ary Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the congregation of the Bap
tist Church of West Springfield, Mass., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army 
canteens, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. :McMILLAN presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Chesaning, Mich., and a petition of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Bay City, Mich., pray
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxi
cating liquors in Army canteens, etc.; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, the Fortnightly Club, the congregation of the 
Congregational Church, the Nineteenth Century Club, and the con
gregations of the First Baptist, the First Presbyterian, the Uni
versalist, the First Methodist, and St. Mary's churches, all of 
·La Crosse, in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army 
canteens, etc.; which'Was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. McBRIDE presented petitions of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of La Grande, of the Baptist Congregation of 
Albany, and of the .Woman's Christian Temperance .Union of 

·Klamath, all in the State of Oregon, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Army 

canteens, etc.; which were referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of 52 citizens of Wal
halla, N. Dak., praying for the passage of the so-called pme food 
and drug bill; which was referred to the Committee on Agricul
ture·and Forestry. 

Mr. PETTIGREW presented a petition signed by 132 citizens of 
Rosendale, Ulster County, N. Y., praying for the public owner
ship of railways, telegraphs, and telephones, and for the passage 
of Senate bill No. 1770, relative to the acquisition, purchase, con
struction, and condemnation by the United States of railroads lying 
within the United States, the respective States, and the District 
of Columbia engaged in interstate commerce, etc., and remon
stI·ating against the passage of Senate bill No. 1439, to amend the 
interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

GOVERNMENT OWNERSHIP OF RAILROADS. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent that there be 
printed as a document the hearings taken before the Interstate 
Commerce Committee on Senate bill 1770, in regard to Govern
ment ownership of railroads. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re
quest? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Properly speaking, that should be reported 
from the committee; but, of course, I am perfectly willing that 
the Senator from South Dakota shall submit the motion. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will state that but 50 copies of these 
hearings have been printed for the use of the committee, and I 
ask that this nlJmber be printed so as to give us an additional 
supply. 

Mr. CHANDLER. My only point is that all of the testimony 
should be included in the order to print. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I simply offer the motion to print that 
which has already been printed by the committee. We have 
had 50 copies printed for the use of the committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the order may include additional 
testimony, if there be any, taken by the committee on that 
subject. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator accept the 
modification? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I accept the modification. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senate agree to the 

request of the Senator from South Dakota as modified? The 
Chair hears no objection, and the request is agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4830) to correct the military rec
ord of Ira. J, Paxton, reported it with an amendment, and sub-
mitted a report thereon. · 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re
ferred the bill (S. 1992) for the payment of Porter, Harrison & 
Fishback for legal services, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. · 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1658) for the relief of Elizabeth Muhleman, 
widow, and the heirs at law of Samuel A. Muhleman, deceased, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3020) for the relief of Rev. William T. McElroy, re
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4906) providing for leaves of ab· 
sence to certain employees of the Government, reported it with
out amendment. 

Mr. MALLORY. I am requested by my colleague [Mr. 'rALu.
FERRO] to report the following bills for him from the Committee 
on Pensions without amendment, with written reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 4992) granting an increase of pension to Susan 
B-.itin; and 

A. bill (H. R. 3252) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Somerville Lion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bills will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3288) to correct the miiitary record 
of Daniel J. Coonan, reported it with an amendment, and sub
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 6151) granting a pension to Zylpha J. 
Kelly, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 860) for the relief of Thomas J. Powell, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a rep9rt thereon. 

He ~lso, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
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joint resolution (S. R. 73) for the· relief of Thomas Hoyne, re
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were re
ferred the following bills, reported them severally with amend
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 33±3) granting an increase of pension to Keziah 
Fansler; and 

A bill (S. 2037) granting a pension to George F. Bunage. 
Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 

was referred the bill (S. 2810) granting a pension to Esther Dyer. 
Hammond, r eported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. . 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4859) granting an increase of pension to Emily A .• Went
worth, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I report from the Committee on Com
merce an amendment intended t0 be proposed to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill. I ask that it be read and referred to the Com
mittee on Appropriations without printing. 

The amendment was read, and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, as follows: 

For salaries and expenses of a commission of five persons, to be appointed 
by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to 
study the commercial and industrial conditions of China, Japan, and other 
Asiatic countries. 575,000, or so much there.of as may ba necessary, to be 
immediately available. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1409) for the relief of Robert A. Ragan; and 
A bill (H. R. 2357) for the relief of A. T. Hensley, survivor of 

Fulton and Hensley, doing business under the name of Lavaca 
Wharf Company. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the· bill (S. 3805) for the relief of Sylvester S. Van 
Sickel, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. PENROSE. I am directed by the Committee on Com
merce, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by my
self on the 27th instant, intended to b0 proposed to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill, to report it with an amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be stated. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. On page 90, after line 5, insert: 
That the sum of $200,CXX) be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any money 

in the Treasury not otherwise p.ppropriated, to the Philadelphia. museums 
for the purpose of completing the collection from foreign markets of samples 
of merchandise of the characte1· in favor and demand therein. and of illus· 
trating the manner in which merchandise for such markets should be pre-
pared and packed. . . , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be re-
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. · 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1871) for the relief of E. B. Crozier, 
executrix of the last will of Dr. C. W. Crozier, of Tennessee, re
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Agriculture and For
estry, to whom.was referred the bill (S. 4681) to prevent a false 

. branding or marking of food and dairy products as to the State or 
Territory in which they are made or produced, reported it with
out amendment, ana submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re
ferred the bill (S. 4826) for the relief of Col. Charles B. Dougherty 
and other memhers· of the Ninth Regiment of Pennsylvania In
fantry, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3565) to establish a quartermaster's depot 
at Omaha, Nebr., and for other purposes, reported it with amend
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

THOMAS HUNTINGTON, 
Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 

referred the bill (S. 4858) for the relief of Thomas Huntington, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unani
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 4858) entitled "For the relief of Thomas Hunt
ington," now _pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying 
papers, be, and the same is hereby,-referred to the Court of Claims, in pursu
ance of the provisions of an act entitled "An act to provide for the bringing 
of suits aga.mst the Government of the United States," approved March 3, 
1887. And the sa.id court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the 
provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 

GEORGES. AYRE, 
Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 

refen·ed the bill (S. 4116) for the .relief of George S. Ayre, repo·rted 
the following resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 4116) entitled "A bill for the relief of George S. 
.Ayre," now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying 

:XXXIII-_ -392 

papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursu
ance of the provisions of an act entitled "An act to provide for the bringing 
of suits agamst the Government of the United States," approved A:"arch 3, 
1887. And the said court shall proceed mtb the same in accordance m th the 
provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance ther ewith. 

ROBERT W. DUNBAR, 
Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 

referred the bill (S. 4011) for the relief of Robert W. Dunbar, and 
also the following resolution, submitted by Mr. PERKINS on the 
5th of April, 1900, reported fayorably on the resolution; and it 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill tS. 4011) entitled "A bill for the relief of Robert W. 
Dunbar," now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying 
papers, be, and the same is hereby, r eferred to the Court of Claims, in pur· 
suance of the provisions of an act entitled "An act to provide for the bring
ing of suits against the Government of the United Stat es," approved March 
3, 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with 
the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance theremth. 

MINERAL PRODUCTIONS OF MO:N"TANA, 
Mr. STEWART. From the Committee on Mines and Mining 

I report a paper on the mineral productions of Montana, prepared 
by Ea gene B. Braden, assayer in charge United States assay office, 
Helena, Mont. I move that the paper be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 
PORTS OF CAL.A.IS AND EASTPORT, ME. 

Mr. CLAY. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11283) to establish Calais, in 
the State of Maine, as a subport of entry, and to extend the priv
ileges of the act approved June 10, 1880, to the ports of Eastport 
and Calais, in the State of Maine, to report it without amendment, 
and by request of the committee I ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen
ate, as in Committee.of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

STATUES OF BENTON AND BLAIR, 
Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 

whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
CoCKRELL on the 22d instant, reported it without amendment; 
and it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as fol
lows: 

Re'Solved by the Senate (the House of Rep1·esentatives concw·ring ), That there 
be printed and bound of the proce.edings in Congress upon the a-cceptance of 
the statues of the late Thomas H. Benton and Francis P. Blair, presented by 
the State of Missouri, 16,500 copies, of which 5,000 shall be tor . the use of the 
Senate, 10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and the remaining 
1,500 shall be for the use and distribution by the goverhor."of Missouri; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to have printed an ~ngrav
ing of said statues to accompany said proceedings, said engravin~ to be paid 
for out of the appropriation for the Bureau of Engraving andPrmting. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE BLAND. 
· Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
COCKRELL on the 22d instant, reported it without amendment; and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurrin{I ), That there 
· be printed 6,000 additional copies of the ~ulogies upon the late Richard P. 
Bland, a Representative from the State of Mjgsouri; of which 2,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,CXX) copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives. 

. R~PORTS ON COLUMBIAN EXPOSITION OF 1893 • 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following concurrent resolution; which was con· 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by ·the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring ), That 
there be printed 3,000 copies of the Spemal Expert Reports as prepared under 
the direction of the Committee of Awards of the ColumbianExposition, held 
in Chicago in 1893, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 
for the use of t)le .House of Representatives. 

ROBERT SMALLS, 
Mr. TELLER. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to 

whom was referred the bill" (H. R. 6230) for the ·relief of Robert 
Smalls, to report it without amendment, and I ask for its present 
consideration. , 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con
sideration. 

The preamble recites that Robert Smalls, on the 13th day of 
May, 1862, captured the steamer Planter, with all the armament 
and ammunition for Fort Ripley, at the city of Charleston, taking 
her out and turning her over to the Federal blockading squadron 
off Charleston; and again, on the 1st day of December, 1863, while 
loaded with provisions for the Federal troops on Morris Island, 
and while· a terrific fire was opened on her from Secessionville 
(she being deserted by her captain, Nicholson, Smalls being on 
board as a pilot), took charge of the steamer Planter and brought 
her through safe, for which act he was niade captain by Gen. Q. A. 
Gillmore. 

The bill proposes to pay to Robert Smalls, or his heirs at law, 
$5,000, deducting only the amount paid to Smalls under the act of 
May 13, 1862 . 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, orde1·ed the State of Pennsylvania; which was read twice by its title, and 
to a third reading, read the third time, and pa sed, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The prromble was agreed to. He also introduced a bill (S. 4910) granting an increase of pcn-
HEIRS OF LEON" FRANK AND OTIIBRS. sion to Samuel Stout; which was read twice by its title, and re

ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were Mr. GEAR (by request) introduced a bill (S. 4911) for the relief 

referred the following bills: of the heirs of Tilghman Weaver, deceased; which was read twice 
A .bill' (S. 976) to relieye ~e ~eir.s o.f Leon Frank, deceased, and by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

to give the .co.urt.of Clauns Jnnsd1ction, and to remove the bar of Mr. McENERY introduced the following bills; which weresev-
statute of hmitations; . . . . erally read twice by their titles and referred to the Committee on 

A bill(~. 1025) for th~ rehef of Ahce Ut~, hei~ a.nd. le~atee of · Claims: ' 
Joshua Wiley, and to give the qo~t <;>f Claims Jurisdiction, and A bill (S. 4912) for the relief of Mrs. Louisa M. Bennett, Miss 
to re~ove the bar of statute ~f hmitations; . . Kate P. Bennett, Mrs, Mary LonisaOgden, and Calvin S. Bennett; 

A bill (S. 1138) ~or the relief of Gertrude A. Leftwich, widow A bill (S. 4913) for the relief of Peter B. Compton; and 
of Joh_n W. Leftwich; . . A bill (S. 4914) for the relief of Evelyn Clark. 

A bill (S. 1531) for the relief of the estate of Charles Armelm, Mr. JONES of Arkansas introduced a bill (S. 4915) to provide 
decea~ed; . . for the determination of the relations of the Chickasaw freedmen 

A bµl (S. 1583) for thereh~f of the heirs of A. Lawrence Foster; to the Chickasaw Nation and the rights of such freedmen in the 
A b~ll (S. 2239) for the rel~ef of Mary J. Barrow; lands of the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, and for other pur-
A b~ll (S. 2240) for the rel.ief of Mary E. Barrow; poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
A bill (S. 2718) for the re!1ef of the e~tate of John G. Archer; mittee on Indian Affairs. 
A b~l (S. 3883) for the reh~f of the heirs.of C. C. Moore, deceased; Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 128) au-

. A bil~ (S. ~884:) for the relief of the heirs and legal representa- thorizing the President to appoint one woman commissioner to 
tives <?f Edwm E. Saunders, _deceased; . represent the United States and the National Society of the 

A b~l (S. 4278) for the rel~e~ of Antoma Q. Lovell and others; Daughters of the Revolution at the unveiling -0f the statue of 
Ab~ (S. 4317) for the re~ef of W. S: Atwood; . Lafayette at the exposition in Paris, France, in 1900; which was 
A bill (S. 4627) for the rehef of DaVIdson County, m the State read twice by its title. 

of Te~nessee; _ . · . . Mr. HAWLEY. I am under the jmpression that action has 
A bill (S. 479") for the rellef of F. A. Jones, admirustrator of been taken in this matter, and that the lady in question is on her 

R. S. Jones, deceased; and . · way across the Atlantic. 
A bill (S. 4835) for ~e relief of ~eorge ~ymour and~thers, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It bas. 
Reported the followmg resolut10n; which was considered by Mr. HAWLEY. Is that true? 

unanimous consent, and agreed to: The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the law now. 
l!esolved, That the claims represented by the following bills_, to wit: ~- 9i6, Mr. HAWLEY. This bill may be indefinitely postponed, then. 

mio, 11~, 15-31, 1583, ~. 22W, 271. 3883, 3884, 4218, ~17, 4627,.479a, and 4835, for Mr BEVERIDGE Therearetwosocietiesaf the Daughters of 
the relief of the heir of Leon Frank; for the relief of Allee Utz, legatee of • . • . . . 
Joshua Wiley- for the relief of Gertrude A. Leftwich, widow of John W. the Revolution, and one has been proVIded with a r6presentative 
Leftwich; forthereliefoftheestateofQharlesArmelin; forthereliefoft:ti.e at Paris on the occasion of the unveiling of the Lafayette statue. 
heir of A. Lawrence Foster; fo! the relief of Mary J. Barrow; for the relief This Joint resolution provides for a representative of the other 
of Mary E. Barrow; for the relief of the estate of John G. Archer; for the . 
relief ot' the heirs of C. C. Moore~ for the relief of the heirs and legal repre· soc1ety. 
sentatives of Edwin E. Saunders; for the relief ~f Antoni!l Q. Lovell aJ:!.d The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The joint resolution will be 
others; for the relief of W. S. Atwo_od; for the relief of Da.~dson County, m referred to the Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 
the State of Tennessee; for the relief of F. A. Jones, admmistrator of R. S. WLEY · d d · · t 1 t' (S R 129) th , 
Jones, deceased and for the relief of Geo:rge Seymour and others. now pend- Mr. HA mtro uce a JOID reso u ion . . au 01-
ing in the Senate, together wit}). all the acc<?mp~ying papers, be, and th!3 izing the President to appoint George W. Kirkman to be a cap
same are hereby, r.eferred to the Court C?f Claim , m P'!11"8~nce of .the pr!'.>Vl· tain in the Twenty-third Regiment of the United States Infantry 
sions o! a.u act entitled "An act to proVIde for the brmgmg of SUits agamst d · · th F ty · t'h R · t f I f tr U 't dSt t 
theGovernmentoftheUnitedStates."approvedMarch3,1887. And the said an amaJorm .e or -nm ~gime~ o. nan y, Ille a es 
Court of Olaims sha.11 proceed with the sa.me in accordance wi~h the provi- Volunteers; which was read tWlce by its title, and referred to the 
sions of such act, and rcpo:rt to the Senate m accordance therewith. Oom.mittee on Military Affairs. · 

IDSSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT ST. PA.UL, MINN, AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 

Mr. VEST. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, to Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 9679) to authorize the construe- posed by him to the bill (S. 4778) to amend the Navy personnel 
tion of a railroad bridge across the Mississippi River at St. Paul, bill, approved March 3, 1899, as to certain officers in the Navy, 
Minn., to report it back favorably and to ask that the Senat-e bill and for other purposes; which was referred to the Committee on 
on the Calendar (S. 4817) to authorize the construction of a rail- Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
road bridge across the Mississippi River at S~. Paul, Minn., be Mr. TURLEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro
indefinitely postponed, The Senators from Mmnesota are very posed by him to the bill (S. 1676) for the payment of certain 
anxious to have this bill considered, and it is a matter of great claims; which was ref erred to the Committee on Claims, and or-
business importance. I ask that it be disposed of now. dered to be printed. 

The PREBIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read to the Mr. F AIRBANKB submitted an amendment directing the issne 
Senate in full for information. of a duplicate of a lost check, drawn by William H. Comegys, 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the bill may be laid aside for the major and paymaster, United States Ai·my, intended to be proposed 
present. I shall object to its present consideration. by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. The Sen- referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
ator from Missouri asks that the House bill be placed on the Cal- printed. 
endar to take the place of Senate bill 4817 and that the Senate bill 
be indefinitely postponed. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

CAPITAL TRACTION AND ANACOSTIA RAILROADS, 

Mr. Cl.JLLOM. I ask leave to call up a motion for the purpose 
of withdrawing it. 4 few days ago I entered a. ~otjon to recon
sider the vote by which the Senate passed the bill (H, R. 2826) 
authorizing and requiring certain extensions to be made to the 
lines of the Capital Traction Company of the District of Colum
bfa. I did that at the request of some eminent citizens; but I 
understand the truth to be that a majority of the people on F 
street de3ire the railroad track to be built, and as time has been 
given as long as those who opposed the bill desired to have the 
motion pending, I ask leave now to withdraw the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from illinois with
draws the motion h~ entered to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill he has named was passed. 

BILLS Th"'TRODUCED. 
Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4908) for the relief of the 

legal representatives of Neafie & I:avy; which: was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4909) authol'izing and directing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to adjust and pay certain claims of 

NATIONAL GALLERIES OF A.RT, 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following concurrent resolu
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved lnJ the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Public Printer shall print and.bind 5i~ copies of Senate Document 209, Fifty. 
sixth Congress, first session. one· half in cloth and one·half in paper covers, 
the same to be delivered to the Superintendent of Public Documents for sale, 
under the provisions of section 61, of an act approved J a.nuary 12, 1895, provid· 
ing for the public printing, binding. and distribution of public documents. 
The Public Printer is also authorized to print and bind extra editions of not 
less than 1,000 copies at a time of sa.id document on requisition of the Huper· 
intendant of Documents, when required for sale. 

Mr. HOAR. I move also that a number of the volumes men
tioned in the resolution just passed be printed for the use of the 
Senate, not to exceed in cost 500. I understand they cost about 
4-0 cents apiece~ so that will furnish about 1,500 for the use of the 
Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu
setts will please restate his mot.ion. 

Mr. HO.AR. The copies of the document referred ~o in the reso
lution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL
LINGER], which has been agreed to, are i·eady, I understand, to be 
stricken off, but they will not be printed probably until some time 
late in the vacation. I make a separate motion that a. number 
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not to exG:eed 
Senate. 

500 in cost shall be printed ~or the use of the order against a proposed amendment submitted by myself appro
priating $75,000 for the payment of the expenses. Clf a.. commi.ssi0-e;o 
to study the commercial and industrial conditions oi China Japan, 
and other Asiatfo countries-a measure which passed the Senate 
some time ago-coming from the Committee on Commerce after 
mature- consideration, and whicll. had had' some consideration in 
the other House, a favorable report having there been made on 
the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Massachusetts.. · 

The motion was agreed to. 
EULOGIES O~ THE LATE SENATOR-ELECT HAYWARD. 

Mr. THURSTON submitted the- following concurrent resolu
tum; which was referred to the Committee· on Printing: 

Resofoed by the Senate (ths Ho.ma of Representatives. concurring), That 
there be printed 6,000 additional copies of the eulogies UJ>on the late Monl.'oe 
L. R:i.yward.. Senator-elect from. the State of Nebraska. of which 2,000 copies. 
shall be for the use ef the Senate and t,000 copies shall be for the use of the 
House of Representatives. 

ENOS H. KIRK. 

Thisi morning I desire very briefly. (because I am very anxious 
that this bill shall pass) t() call attentioo to the delightful piece 
of fiction that we have in our Manual, knowna&RuleXVI of this 
body. Had not the suggestion been ma.de to me that the present 
able and courteous and· always fair Presiding Offieer of the Senate 
(the President pro tempore-in the chair) had written. that rule1 I 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further concur- should have been tempted to believe that it was the product of 
rent or other resolutions, the morning business is closed. some humoris~ lik0' Eli Pe1!lrins or some idealist such as Jules 

Mr. ALLEN~ I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- Verne. It is a-rnle that is-&ubject to.all kinds of interpretations 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4118) granting an. increase of pension t0> tha1i leta matter int0> or. excludes matte:u from appropriation bills, 
Enos H~ Kirk. · according to the humor Ol' the capnice 0f this bndy. It is a rule 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Commit.tee: of the that I believe is not understood by any member of this, body" and 
Whole, proceeded to consideP the bill. It vroposes to place on the probably never will be- uru:Ierstood, and for this reason it ought 
pension roll the name of Enos H._ Kirk, late first lieutenant of in the near futru:re, tOi be revised, so as to make it subject to some 
Company E, Eightieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, . kind of uniform inteI!pretation. 
and to pay him a. pension of 20 per month in lieu 0f that he is; ~ In conneetion witfr the point of order made by the Senator from 
now receiving~ Iowa fMr. ALLISON], I will not go back to the old appropriation 

The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, bills of this body to showr notwithstanding the fact that that rule 
read the third time, and passed'. says general legislation shalf not be incorpotated fu appropriation 

SU:WRY CIVIL .A.PPPOPRI.A.TION BILL. bills, that we do a. v~ry ccmsidera.b~e part o.f the legislation of Con. 
. gre83 on appropxiati-011 bills. It is- suffiment for my purpose to 

Mr ALLISON. I move that the Senate. proceed to the. consid- , turn. over the pages of the present appropriation bill and s-l:l-0w 
eratfon of House bill 11212, being the sundry civil appropriation tbat a great deal of general legislation is found in this measure. 
bill. On page 18 there is a provision for H Relief light vessel for the 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, a8' in Committee of Twelfth and Thirteenth light-house districts;"' on page- 19, the 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of' the bill (R. R.11212) "Desrl.emonaSands,mouthofColumbiaRiver,Oregon,"are:taken 
making appropriations for sunltry civil expenses of the Govern- care· of to the- amonnt of $24,000. 0n the same page the .. Slip 
ment for the fisca.l yGar ending June 30, 1901, and fro: other pur- Point light-house and fog signal, Washington," managed to get 
poses. an appropriation of $12,.500:1 under a provisiontha.t is genernllegis-

Mr. DANJEL. I wish to ask.the Senator if he will allow me to lation and nothing else. 
call np a billt which I think the public intere!3t.r.equires should be On page 20 I find" Joint light-ho.use and fog-signal stations in 
passedr and it will be a saving of money to this Government.. The Alaskan waters" are given $150,000-a provision that is general 
bill provides- legisl:atif>n and n-0th.ing else.. On page 53, "For establishing a 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust the Senator will not press that request. fish-hatching and fish-culture station" at "some suitable point in 
~11:. DANIEL. I hope the Senator will allow me to state the Idaho," 100,00(), ia appropriated; and I am glad they are going to 

case. have one there because we have one in New Hampshire· but it is 
Mr. ALLISON. I wm state that it is important that the sun- general legislation. on an appropriation bill. On page 65 we take 

dry civil bill shall be completed to-day. I think it will not take care of the "Office- of recorder of deeds~ District of Columbia/' 
a great while. increasing the sa.lary oE the recor.der. On page 66 we establish 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope the Senator will allow me to atate the and main.tainaqtla.lTantineservice in the Territory of Hawaii, and 
case before lie decides. I have not yet stated what the bill is. appre-priate $100,000 for it. On page 67 there is quite a good deal 
It is a bill to provide the means to the Secretary of the Treasury of legislation regarding the Ten-ito1-y of Hawaii. Ont.he same 
to pay the Hawaiian debt, according to the- terms of the treaty, page we make a provision for the settlement of certain State 
or the terms of annexation of those islands. It has been called claims-a ~ery comprehensive. pliovi&ion, which is· general legis
up several times in the-Senate, and objection ha.a been. made to lation. On page 115 a provision is incorporated in reference to 
its consideration by Senators, but it has oeen explained to those Arlington Cemetery-a. wise provision, but it is general legislation 
Senators and they have withdrawn their objection. On the 15th beyond questi-On. 
of June the obligation of the UnitedStates. to pay interes.t on. the On page 105 we have g.eneral legisla-tion regarding the South 
Hawaiian bonds matures, and the interest thereafter must be pro- Pass, .Mississippi River, and we have a small sized river and har
vided. for by us. The matter anght to be provided for before bar bill on this bill, which must be gen~ral legislation, if it is 
that time. anything. We-provide, on page 117, for pay of one supe:rinten-

Mr. ALLISON. I call the attention. of the Senate and of the dent and, J; think-, some other officers-at Antietam. On page 120 
Senator to the situation _ of the public business. I take. it for we-pl'ovide far the publication of additional editi-<?ns 0f the· Ree· 
granted that it is the general wish of the- Senate thaf we shall ords of the Rebellion, and also for an investigation of claims 
adjourn at an early day. If so, it ia important that the app-:roptia- against the United States fer private property taken. On page 
tion bills shall be disposed of in tha Senate in order that they may 149> we pi·0vide- fmr the payment of the salaries af a cle1·k and re
be returned to the Honse for consideration there. The sundry porter of the United States district court for the Territe.li'y of 
civil appropriation bill, the general deficiency appropriation. bill, Hawaii. On page 134 we have a. provision regarding the Fort 
which will nnt take a great while, and the Military. Academy bill , Sherman Military Reservation, in Kootenai County, Idaho,:restor
ai·e the only three appropriation bills remaining undisposed of by ing it to the Interior Department .. 
the Senate. After they shall ha.ve been completed,, thern will be These are only a few of the provisions of this bill by which gen· 
several days of opportunity for bills of this character. eral l~gislation is incorporated in an. appropriation bill. If 1 had 

Mr. DANIELr The bill to which I refer. will also have to be been. here for the purpose of' enforcing this very imperfectly un-
consi-derf!d by the Honse. . . derstood Rule XVI, ~ sh-0u14 have been kept busy raising points 

Mr. ALLISON. It can easily be considered by the House. So of order, most of which I thmk would have been sustained by the 
I trust the Senator will not press that matter this. morning. I Chair, beea.use those provisions- are beyond. questfoR obnoxious to 
ag1·ee that the bill referred to by him may be an ii:nportant one. that rule. But I have not felt it my duty, Mr. President, to pro-

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. When the sundry civil bill ceed on the assumption thaii it-was my: special province to enforce 
was last under eonside.ration, the Senator from New Hampshire this rule-. The Committee on Appropriations, in their wisdom, 
f:Mr. GA~GER] enteredamo~~n to reconsidert?~vote by which vi?lat~d the rule every time they pu~ one of those provisions iD; 
ihe Senate mserted. the proviS1on for the LomSiana. Purchase this bill, and we have defen·ed to the Judgment and good sense of 
Expof'ition. tha.t g1·eat committeer believing that they saw some sufficient rear 

Mr. GALLINGER. - Mr. President, 1 desire to be heard briefly son for reporting these amendments: and ethers to which I might 
on that motion. allude. 

Immediately befo!a the adjom:nment of the Senate on Tu~~ay On_ Tuesday last the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] 
last I ent~red a motion to reconsider the vote whereby a provis:ion reported an amendm-e.nt from the Committee on Appropriations 
was incorporated in the snndry-eivil bill appropriating_ 5,.000,00Q: providing for an ap-p-ropriation of 55,000-,000 for a celebration. 
for the Louisiana Purchase Exposition. I did so after the chair- which fs to take place in the futnre, subject, I believe, to a popn
man of the Conuuittee on App1·opriations had made a point of lar vote of Missouri, for which the large amount of $5,000,000 is 

• 
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appropriated. I knew perfectly well that the amendment was 
obnoxious to the rule, but I did not feel at liberty to raise the 
point of order, believing that the Committee on Appropriations 
were very likely acting wisely in the matter. 

I knew, when the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] a 
day or two ago move~ to increase the appropriati<:>n o~ $100,00~ to 
$250,000 for measurmg ·the streams and mvest1gatmg arteSI~ 
wells in certain parts of the country, that the amendment was In 
violation of Rule XVI, and the chairman of the Committee on Ap
propriations likewise kne~ it was in viol!l'tioI_l of that rule, but 
neither he nor I made a pomt of order agamst 1t. 

Now, Mr. President, after all this matter had been incorporated 
into this bill, and these large appropriations had been made, it oc
curred to me that the commercial bodies of this country and the 
business men who have been petitioning and urging Congress to 
pass a bill appropriating $75,000 ~o pay ~he expense of a ~ommis
sion of five persons to study the mdustr1al and commercial con
ditions of oriental countries with a view to enlarging the trade 
of the United States might well be heard. Desiring to carry out 
their wishes in that direction, after the Senate had ala:eady allowed 
numerous amendments in violation of Rule XVI to be incorpo
rated in the bill, I submitted an amendment providing for the ex
penses of such commission, when lo and behold, the Senator from 
Iowa, with unusual alertness, made a point of order. He made 
the point of order in these words: 

I make any point of order that I can make upon this amendment. 
It was evident tha11 the Senator from Iowa did not understand 

the rule. but he thought there might be a point of order some
where occultly secreted in that rule that the Presiding Officer 
could invoke for the purpose of preventing the consideration of 
my amendment. The Senator did say: 

I understand this to be new legislation. 

We all knew that, just as we knew that forty other provisions 
in this bill are new legislation. So the point of order wa.s made, 
and my amendment was ruled out. I ventured to say: 

I observe that an appropriation of $5,CXXl,CXXlwas made a moment ago with-
out a point of order being raised against it. 

The Senator from Iowa said: 
I observed the same thing. 
So the Senator from Iowa was not laboring under any delusion 

when he allowed the amendment appropriating $5,000,000 to go in 
the bill. He knew it was new legislation. It was not because he 
had not observed it; it was not because it got in by inadvertence, 
because the Senator from Iowa had "observed the same thing." 
I confess I am a little at a loss to understand why the provisions 
of this rule should have been invoked against my amendment, 
which proposed to appropriate $75,000 for an object which certainly 
is of as much consequence to this country as any exposition can 
pos~ibly be, while (the Senator "observing" it) an amendment 
which appropriated $5,000,000, contrary to the rule, was allowed 
to go in without protest from him. I did think that I had not 
been treated fairly in regard to this matter; arid.I think so now. 
For that reason I entered a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the provision for the appropriation of $5,000,000 for the proposed 
exposition in the city of St. Louis had been agreed to. 

But Mr. President, I am always good-natured and always want 
to do 'the fair thing in matters of legislation. I do not really 
think that, as this great committee allowed this amendment to 
be reported, and th~ Senator from Iowa, wi~h his -vyondei:ful 
watchfulness,.immed1ately afterwards allowed 1t to go m haVIng 
"observed it"-I do not think I ought to insist upon this motion; 

. and for the reasons that I have stated I desire now to withdraw 
the motion which I made to reconsider the vote by which that 
amendment was agreed to. . · 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I desire to inquire if the motion 
of the Senator from New Hampshire is withdrawn, whether this 
amendment can now be objected to with ·a view of having it 
acted upon in too Senate? 

Mr. GA.LLINGER. Undoubtedly. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Separate vote~ can be. de

manded in the Senate on any amendment made as m Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. MORGAN. I give notice now that I shall ask for a separate 
vote on this amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Having withdrawn my motion to recon
sider the vote whereby the appropriation of $5,000,000 was incor
porated in the bill, which the Senator from Iowa "observed," I 
desire to offer an amendment to this bill, acting under instructions 
from the Committee on Commerce at its meeting this morning, to 
which I desire to call the attention of the Senator from Iowa, in 
the hope that he will not feel it incnmbent upon him to make the 
point of order, if a point of order will lie against the amendment. 
I submit the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After line 2, on page 152, it is proposed to in
sert the following: 
· For salaries and expenses of a commission of five persons, to be n.pp:>inted 
by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to study 
the commercial and industrial conditions of China, Japan, and other Asiatic 
countries, $75,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be immediately 
available. 

The PRESlDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hamp
shire having taken occasion to lecture me personally as to my con
duct in this Chamber, I take the liberty of saying a few words 
respecting the statements made by that Senator regaTding this 
bill. 

The Senator says that this bill is full of legislative provisions, 
and in order to demonstrate that fact he cites a good many para
graphs in the bill which, with the exception of one or two, or 
perhaps three, i.f he will take the trouble to study the Book of 
Estimates he will find t.hat every one of them is estimated for. 

As to the light-house amendments, which he characterizes as 
legislative provisions, every one of them, so far as I know, is in 
order and is for the purpose of carrying out this great Light-House 
Service of ours, which is as much a public service and as much 
within the 1·nles of this body, as to the maintenance of the public 
service under existing Jaw, as are the appropriations for the White 
House or for the Treasury Department or any other Department 
of this Government. They are provisions that have uniformly 
been put upon this bill where they have been estimated for and 
where we have had the reports of the Light-House Board as to 
their imperative necessity. 

As to the provisions relative to Hawaii, they are all inserted in 
pursuance of existing law. They have never been estimated for; 
but whether estimated for or not, it is the duty of the Committee 
on Appropriations to take note of the fact that those laws require 
appropriations. All the appropriations for the quarantine service 
and as to various public offices in Hawaii are in pursuance of a 
statute passed by Congress. 

It is true that there are one or two small clauses in the nature of 
amendments: where the decision of the Comptroller has interfered 
with the payment of compensation supposed to be authorized by 
law,andanamendmentis requiredinorderthatthesepeoplemight 
receive the compensation they have been in the habit of receiving 
hitherto. 
· As to the l'iver and harbor amendments on this bill, I will say 

that the Committee on Appropriations have a respect for and, so 
far' as possible, desire to observe the recommendations of other 
committees of this body, and especially of the Committee on Com
merce. I will state to the Senator from New Hampshire that, as 
I understand these appropriations, they come within rules of this 
body. As respects the Mississippi River, there are in this bill a 
large number of appropriations to carry out existing contracts. 
As I understand Rule XVI, and as it has been interpreted to me 

·by very high authority, those amendments are in order. 
' It is true that the amendments respecting the settlement of the 
claims 'of Virginia, South Carolina; Nevada, California, and Ore· 
gon, because of some of the provisions contained in them, were out 
of ofder. I endeavored to explain to thei Senate that the ituation 
and condition respecting the two States of Virginia and South 
Carolina were such that I believe there ought to be unanimous 
consent of the Senate to deal with those subjects at this session. 

So, Mr. President. whatever may be the shortcomings-and 
there are many-of the Committee on Appropriations, it has been 
their purpose and endeavor, so far as possible, to comply with the 
rules of the Senate respecting legislation upon appropriation bills. 

In relation to the amendment of the Senator from New Hamp
shire, he did not state that he ·moved the amendment in pursu
ance of the request of any committee, and I did not happen to 
know. that the amendment was in substance ·a bill which had been 
considered in this body and agreed to, because any bill that is con
sidered in this body, for which an appropriation is required, 
should have proper consideration·. . 

I knew and know now that there are amendments lying in va
rious ways in our pathway tpat will swell this bill beyond what 
I think is wise and desirable at this session. 

As tO-the amendment of the Senator from Missouri (Mr. CocK
RELL] relating to the exposition to behel~ in 1903 .at St. ~ouis-. 

Mr. GALLINGER: - If the Senator will permit me, if he will 
turn to page 6751 of the RECORD he will notice that I said: 

And that was unquestionably new legislation. This is a matter which has 
passed the Senate, has been reported favora.l>ly in the other branch of Con
gress, and ought to have some standing before the Senate. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not hear those words. If the Senator 
made that statement, I did not hear it, and I have not had time to 
read the RECORD this morning to note that fact. I thank him for 
the correction. 

Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

• 
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Mr. DANIEL. Do I understand the Senator to say that if a bill 

has passed this body and is recommended by a committee he con
siders that it is relevant to this bill as an amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not say that. I said it was entitled to 
full consideration, and if an appropriation was needed it would 
be a matter to be considered. 

Mr. DANIEL. Does the Senator mean to say that he would not 
consider it amenable to a point of order? 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not say that. 
Mr. HALE. It is general legislation. 
Mr. ALLISON. Of course that does not make general legisla

tion in order. I was endeavoring to reply to the somewhat drastic 
and, I think, unnecessary criticism of the Senator from New 
Hampshire as respects the conduct of myself in particular and the 
Committee on Appropriations, and that iB why I make these sug-
gestions. · 

Every Senator on this floor has a right to-make points of order 
if he chooses. The Senator from New Hampshire was sitting in 
his seat when this amendment was proposed by the Senator from 
Missouri, and he made no objection. If it was subject to the 
point of order, he had a right to make it as well as any other Sena· 
tor upon the floor. But if the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Missouri is examined carefully it will be discovered, I think, 
that there is an appropriation of $10,000 in it and not an appro
priation of $5,000,000. It is true there is a proposal which may 
amount to a promise on the part of Congress that at some future 
day an appropriation shall be made. The Committee on Appro
priations considered the amendment and a large majority of the 
committee favored it, and therefore, under the circumstances, 
being a member of the committ~e, I did not consider that it was 
my duty to raise the point of order upon it. The Senator may 
have thought it was. 

Mr. President, respecting the amendment now proposed by the 
Senator from New Hampshire, I ask that it may lie over for the 
present and I will look at it, and Jater in the day I may consider 
that it is a proper amendment. The matter having been consid
ered by the Committee on Commerce and having passed the Sen
ate, I do not personally feel called upon to criticise it especially 
at this time. 

Mr. GALLINGER rose. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Before the matter goes over, I 

should like to say one word upon it. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not want to interfere with 

the Senator from New Hampshire, however. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I yield. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I think we ought 

to be pretty cautious about the matter of the appointment of com
missions for every purpose in the world. I have heretofore on 
va'lious occasions expressed my opinion about commissions. Com
missions are necessary perhaps in some instances, but they have 
come to be pressed upon Congress very much as these expositions 
have. Promoters of expositions throughout the country, when 
one has been closed, immediately study where another can be 
started. It has become a regular business. It is worked up by 
the promoters until some new exposition is decided upon by them, 
and then all the local interest and all the local feeling which may 
cluster around an exposition to be held in a particular place are 
worked up by the promoters, and then comes an application to 
Congress fur large or small appropriations of money, as the case 
may be. If they are small in the first instance, they are enlarged 
afterwards; and when that exposition is over with, another· site is 
selected by the promoters, and the same process of working up 
public s~ntiment and an appeal to Congress and Senators not to 
object to it is gone through with. 

It is so with a good many of these commissions. Senators have 
been pursued since this Congress assembled by people w1:io desire 
positions on this commission to China, not only to favor the crea
tion of such a commission, but to recommend them to be placed 
ou the commission. I for one have become very tired of such so
licitation. I do not know how much the Committee on Commerce 
may have considered the matter; I do not know to what extent 
they may think it desirable; but for myself, I think we could get 
along one year more without a commission to investigate the con
dition of trade with China. I think our people know a good deal 
about those conditions without any investigation. I know how 
easy it is to go to manufacturers and to manufacturers' associa
tions and to get indorsements for anything of this sort. 

Mr. President, this appropriation bill has already reached very 
· large, proportions, and, as the chairman of the committee has said, 

if the amendments which are lying back and are to be presented 
· are to be agreed to, because somebody has been importuned in the 

matter or because theremaypo~sibly be some slight advantageto 
trade or commerce to be derived from the adoption of . such 
amendments, this bill will be swollen to a very much larger ex
tent. I want an opportunity when the bill comes into the Sen
ate-and I am very glad the Senator from Alabama gave the 

notice he did-to record my vote against this proposition to ex
pend under any circumstances $5,000,000 for an exposition in this 
country. I think we ought to proceed with some idea of econ
omy. I know that is rather an old-fashioned notion, but I am an 
old-fashioned man; and for one I do not feel like giving my sup
port to this commission nor to the proposition in favor of the 
Louisiana Purchase Exposition. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from Connecti
cut talks about promoters. I desire to call his attention to the 
fact that the original promoter of this proposition is the pressnt 
President of the ·United States. In his last two messages to Con
gress he has urged the creation of a commission such as iB con
templated in the bill that has passed the Senate and in the amend
ment which! b.ave just submitted. I presume there are gentlemen 
willing and very likely anxious fo serve on this commission. There 
are men in New Hampshire willing to serve in the Senate of the 
United States or in the House of Representatives or in almost any 
other capacity that they can secure, and I think they are just as 
much entitled to have an ambition in that direction as the Sen
ator from Connecticut or the Senators from New Hampshire have 
to a seat in this body. I do not think a valid objection will lie 
against a man because he desires to serve his country on an in
du~trial commission any more than in any other capacity. 

Mr. President, I did not mean to be discourteous or to trans
gress proper parliamentary procedure in the strictures I made 
upon the Committee on Appropriations or the distinguished 
chairman of that committee, the Senator from Iowa. I did call 
attention to a considerable number of amendments in this bill 
which I thought were general legislation, and I have no doubt 
that the Senator from Iowa is correct in saying that some of them 
have been estimated for. I glanced over this bill, and I can see at 
least six amendments which I did not name which were not esti
mated for and which are undoubtedly general legislation. I will 
not take the time to call attention to them. I will simply content 
myself by saying that I trust the Senator from Iowa will see the 
propriety of allowing this amendment to go into the bill, and I 
venture further to suggest that if he should make the point of or
der against it, I trust the presiding officer of the Senate will very 
carefully examine Rule XVI, with a view of fully satisfying him
self that it is obnoxious to that rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to call the 
attention of Senators to this point: Senators occasionally say that 
an amendment offered changes existing law. It is not the Senate 
rule that an amendment shall not change existin~ law. That is 
the House rule, and in the House any amendment which changes 
existing law is out of order. That is not true under the Senate 
rules. The Senate m1e is that "no amendment which proposes 
general legislation shall be received to any general ·appropriation 
bill." That no general legislation can not be cured by an act or 
resolution of the Senate passed at the same session, nor can it be 
cured by the action of a c~mmittee reporting favorably an amend
ment and sending it to the Appropriations Committee. It is abso
lute in its terms-" no amendment which proposes general legis
lation shall be received to any general appropriation bill." 

One of the most difficult things in the world for a presiding 
officer is to determine what is and what is not general legislation. 
The Chair can simply say to the Senate that he certainly will be 
impartial in his rulings. He can not say to the Senate that he 
will not be mistaken. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, it seems to me we have cre
ated commissions enough. We have commissions on every sub
ject, commissions for almost every purpose, until we have multi
plied offices almost indefinitely. I believe that this Congress will 
show a doubling np almost of the number of new offices created 
over that of any other session of Con~ess that has ever met, with 
extravagant appropriations in every branch of the public service. 
This commission, above all others, is not necessary, provided we 
will do that which every other nation does in this connection
that is, appoint the consuls of the United States from the ranks of 
people capable of gathering the information we desire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from South Dakota per
mit me? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to a question. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; just to a question. Can the Senator 

point to a single commission created by Congress at the present 
session? And is the Senator not aware of the fact that England 
has sent two commissions to China, France- one, and Germany 
one for the very purporn contemplated in this amendment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This very bill continues or re-creates the 
Industrial Commission, which I think answers that question pretty 
thoroughly. And as for commissions appointed by the President, 
they are almost endless in number and cover a very large scope. 
Vast sums of mon~y have been expended in connection with these 
commissions, in my opinion with little good to the public service. 
The Industrial Commission, according to the evidence and accord
ing to what we have heard in the last few days, has degener
ated into a political machine, of no value what.ever, absolutely 
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destroyed for any purpose except it may be to advance the inter- a civil government for Alaska, and for other purposee-; in which 
ests of some political party. it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

As I said before, if we want this information and will appoint The messag } also announced that the House had passed the fol· 
men capable of gathering it as consuls to the ports of Asia, in- lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
stead of appointing politicians to go there to serve foUT years and A bill (H. R. 1965) gi:anting an increase of pension to John 
return home, giving their places to another set of politicians, it Lonergan; 
will be unnecessary to appoint a commission to visit Asia. A bill {H. R. 2392) granting a. pension to Daniel Dti:'Vis· 

It seems to me we ought to call a halt; that this commission .is A bill (H. R. 2752) granting an increase of pension to Edmund 
nnnecessary, and that the only purpose which can be promoted P. Tierney: 
by the adoption of the amendment is to furnish places for five A bill (H. R. 6424) granting a pension to Charles S. Devine; 
more people. I do not believe any other purpose can be accom- A bill (H. R. !>308) granting an increase of pension to Joseph M. 
plished. If we appoint consuls to those ports in China and Japan Shaw; 
and all over Asia and keep them there continuously and have A bill (H. R. 9835) to establish a code of law for the District of 
them continually ~athering tb:U infonnation-that is what a con· Columbia; 
sul is for; he is simply a trade agent-it will be unnecessary to A bil1 (H. R. 10261) granting a pension to Josiah H. Bucking-
appoint a commi~sion. A junketing trip for five men can do no ham; . 
good for the commerce of this country. Five men who go bYel' .A bill (H. R. 10616) granting an increase of pension to Jona-
there as a commission, spending three or fom monthsin the conn- than Mead; and 
try or perhaps a year, can learn nothingof its trade re1ations,can A bill (H. R. 10743) granting a pension to Augusta UIJman. 
gain no facts that are of value to the trade of this country; but The message further announced that the House had passed the 
our consuls can be of vast advantage; they can be of great benefit; following bills: 
and if we will fill those places with men capable of securing infor- A bill (S. 28) to remove the charge of desertion from the mili-
mation we will have accomplished a great purJJose. Thlsamend- ~ry record of James H. Waters.; 
ment will accomplish nothing except to afford a fine trip for five A bill (S. 61) granting a pension to George Bunce; 
men and furnish so much patronage for Senators or for the Ad- A bill (S. 78) granting a pension to Samnel W. Childs; 
ministration. It will accomplish no other result. A bill (S. 103) granting an increase of pension to Charles Critzer; 

Mr. GALLINGER. As this matter has gone over, I do not care A bill (S. 163) granting an increase of pension to Dwight D. 
to discuss it further than to say-- Wilber; 

Mr. ALLISON. .As it has been discussed now for some time, I A bill (S. 169) granting a pension to GeoTge E. Tnttle; 
suggest that we consider it now. A bill (S. 258) granting an increase of pension to Coryden 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will s_peak to the bill. Bevans; 
Mr. ALLISON. I will not make the point of order. Let the A bill (S. 306) granting an increase of pension to Warren L. 

matter proceed. Eaton; 
Mr. GALLINGER. I simply desire to make a remark, and that A bill (S. 314) granting a pension to Rosa L. Couch; 

is, that according to my observation the consular service of the A bill (S. 410) '!ranting an incl'ease of pension to Harriet V. 
United States compares favorably with that of any other country Gridley; . 
in the world. In fact, complaint has been made in Great Britain A bill (8. 539) granting an increase of pension to Fielding L. 
and in Germany against their consular service; that their consuls I Rutherford: 
are not so intelligent or progressive as the consuls of the United A bill (S. ·716) granting a pension to Strsan Buck; 
States, and that the reports .made by our consuls are infinitely A bill (S. 756) granting a pension to Lydia F. Wiley; 
snperiortothose made by the consuls of the othm· great countries A bill (S. 825) granting an increase of pension to Jooeph B. 
of the world. So I do not think the criticism which the Senator Coons; 
from South Dakota has made upon our con.snlar service is '"'ell A bill (S. 847) granting an increase of pension to James B. 
groundea. • Logan· 

Of course the Senator has a right to oppose the creation of this A bill (S.1207) granting an increase of pension to Levi Chandler; 
colllillission, but it is the only commission which at the present .A. bill (S. 1274) granting an increase of pension to Augustns C. 
session of Congress it has been suggested shall be created. I do Pyle· 
not think the fact that the President has appointed some comm.is- .A bill (S. 136!) grantin"' an increa e of pension to Henry H. 
sions on his own responsibility militates against this propo ed Blockson. 0 

commission. A bill (s. 1441) granting an increase of pension to James G. 
M.E SAGE FROM THE HOUSE. Hartzell; 

A me sage from the House of RepresentatiTes, by Mr. W. J. A bill (S. 1460) granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings; 
BROWNTh'G, its Chief Clerk. annonnced that-the House had agreed A bill (S. 1533) granting a pension to David Carroll· 
to the re11ort of the committee of conference on the disagreeing- A bill (S. 1548) granting an increa e of pension toJamesByrne; 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the A bill (S. 1551) granting a pension to John G. B. Masters: 
bill {H. R. 8366) to am~md section 953 of the Revised Statutes. A bill (S. 1552) granting an increa£>e of pension to He1enL. Dent; 

The message also announced that the Honse had agreed to the A bill (S. 1553) gr:lllting an increa e of pension to Samantha 
report of the committee of conference on the dLc:agreeing votes of Barnes: 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. A bill (S. 1569) granting a pension ±o Phebe E. C. Priestly; 
10301) making appropriations for the Bervice of the Post-Office A bill (S. 1608) granting a pension to Eleanor R. Sullivan; 
Department for the fiscal yea1· ending June 30,1901., recede_s from A bp.l (8. 17~4) grant~ng a p~ion to Mary~· Belding· 
its dfaagreement to the amendment of the Senate No. fo, upon I .A. lull (S. 17<>8) grantmg an mcrease of pension to Farnham J, 
whlch the committee of conference were unable to agree, and I Eastman: 
agrees to the same. A bill (S. 1776) granting a pension to John Carr: 

The message further announced that the Honse had agreed to I A bill (S. 1 22) granting an increase of pension to I aac M. Shup; 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes .A bill (S. 1831) grant,ing an increase of pension to Henry H. 
of the two ·Hon.ses fi>n the amendme~ts of the Sen.ate to the bill Lewis: · 
(H. R. 10450) making appropriations for the naval service for the A lJill (S. 1901) granting a pension to Elvira Hunter: 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, recedes A bill (S. 1907) grantmg an increase of pension to Rebecca 
from its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate Nos. 9 and Paulding Meade; 
58 and agrees to the same with amendments; in wbich it requested A bill (S. ' 1919) granting an incl'ease of pension Consolacion 
th~ concurrence of the Senate; further disagrees to the amend- Victoria Kirkland; 
ments Nos. 50, 51, 52, and 53, upon which the committee bf confer- A bill (S. 2008) granting a pension to Flavel H. Van Eaton; 

· ence were unable to agree; asks a further conference with the A bill (S. 2020) granting a pension to Sarah E. Fortier; 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereqn, and A bill (S. 2101) granting an inc1·ease of pension to George E. 
had appointed Mr. Foss, Mr. DAYTO:N", ~nd Mr. Cmm.INGS man- Scott; 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. A bill (S. 2142) for the relief of Anna Whitney Tarbell; 

The message also announced that the House insists upon its A bill (S. 2203) granting an increase of pension to William 
amendments to the bill (S. 255) t.o ratifiy an agreement with the TayloT; 
Indians of the Fort Hall Indian Reservation in Idaho, and making , A bill (S. 2215) granting an increase of pension to Robert J, 
anpropriations to carry the same into effect, agrees to the confer- Koonce; 
ence asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two A bill (S. 2276) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Houses thereon, and had appointed .1\Ir. SHE.RM.AN, Mr. CURTIS, Ragland; 
and Mr. STEPHENS of Texas managers of the conference on the A bill (S. 2280) granting a pension to Horatio N. Cornell; 
part.of the House. . A bill (S. 2286) granting an increase of pension to John W. 

The message further announced that the House had passed Craig; 
with amendments the bill (S. 3419) making further provisionfor A bill (S. 2296) granting an increase of pension to John J. Sears; 

, 
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A bill (S. 2451) granting a pension t<>Jennie P. Stover; A bill (H. R. 9083) to authorize the Commissioner of General 
A bill (S. 2483) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. Land Office to dispose of the Choctaw orphan Indian Ia.nds in 

Beard: Mississippi, and to make appropriation for executing act of Con-
A bill (S. 2539) granting an increase of pension to Milton H. gress approved June 28, 1898; 

Danfols; A bill (H. R. 9884-) authorizing the construction of a. bridge 
A bill (S. 2550) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. across the Red River of the North· 

Hobart; A bill (H. R. 10301) making appropriations for the service of 
A bill (S. 2651) granting a pension to Henry Hill; the Post-Office Department for the fiscal yea-rending June30, 1901; 
A bill (S. 2795) granting an increase of pension to Christina A bill (H. R.10 12) authorizing the Secreta1·y of the futerior to 

Noll; set aside certain described lands in San Juan County, Colo., as a 
A bill (S~ 2900) granting a pension to Hannah G. Huff; Tegal subdivision or lot, and authorizing the mayor of Silverton 
A bill (S. 2961) granting an increase of pension to Michael to enter said land for cemetery purposes; 

Loch d;. A bill (H. R. 10997) to amend section 4414, Title LU, Revised 
A. bill (S. 2962) granting an increase of pension to William Statutes of the United States; · 

Blades; A bill (li R. 11281) permitting building a dam across New 
A bill (S. 2977) granting an increase of pension to Jacob P. Rivet; 

Fletcher· A bill CH.. R. 11816) requiring the disbursing clerk of the Cen-
A bill '"cs. 299g) granting an increase of pension to Edward sus Office to file additional bond, and for other pmposes; 

Madden; A joint resolution (S. R 121) for the appointment of first lieu-
A bill (S. 304.7) granting an increase of pension to William tenants of volunteers in the Signal Corps of the Army; 

:Mullevy; A joint resolution (S. R. 127) to fill a vacancy in the Board of 
A bill (S. 3058) granting an increase of pension. to Harriet E. Regents of the Smithsonian Institution; an.cl 

Meylert; • A joint resolution. (8. R. 238) authorizing the printing.of add"-
A bill (S. 3082} granting a pension to Elizabeth F. Wolfley; · tionar copies of the annual report upon the improvement and' care 
A bill (S. 3154) granting an in.crease of pension to Kate Ca.dwell; of public buildings and grounds. 
A bill (S. 3183) granting a pension to George W~ N eweil:. A VAL APPROPRll'.IllO~ BILL 
A bill (S. 3234) granting an increase of pension to Mary Yowell; • · 
A bill (S. 3268) granting an increase of pension to Elisha F. Mr. HALE. I ask the. Chair to lay before the Senate the action 

Barton; j of the House of Representatives on the naval: appropriation bill, 
A bill (S. 3277) granting an increase of pension to Solon Cooper; in order th.at confereeff foll a further conference may be appointed. 
A bill (8. 3289) granting a pension to Isabella. Underwood; The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair la.ys before the 
A bill (S. 3293) granting an increase of pension to Helen.Harlow; Senate. a. resolution of the House of Representatives, which will 
A bill (S. 3294) granting a pension to Louesa Moulton:c be read. 
A bill (S. 3300) granting an increase of pension. to Luke H. The Secretary read as follows: 

Mons~n; . . rs THE HouSE OF REPRESEX'.11.A.TIVES, Mau.eo, woo. 
A bill (S. 3314) granting a.pensJOn to Mary I. Bradbury; Resolved, Tha.ttheHotISerecedefromitsclisa.greementto' the.amendment 
A bill (S. 3329.) granting an increase of pension to Kate B. War- of the senate numbered 9 to the bill B. R'. 10150, "Ana.ct makicg appropri& 

ren. tions for the nava.l service for the fiscal year ending Jun.e-00 1901. aniHor 
' . . other purpose .._"'and! agrees to the same with an amendment as follo~ In 

A bill (S. 3337) gra.ntmg an increase of pension to, Buren R. lieu ot th~ matte-r inserted by said amendment insert: "Oce.a.n surveys: For 
Sherman; Slleci!ll ocean surveys and the publ~cati<?n thereof, ~ for tbe purcba.9e of 

A bill (8. 34.18) granting an increase of pension to Eliza Ade- nautical books, eha~, and sailingd.rrectjons, andfre1ghtande:irpresscharges 

laide Ball;, on J~llie~£~n its- disagl'eement to the- Senate amendments numbered 
A bill (S. 3467) granting a pension to Hellen Lang; 00 51, 52, and 53, recedes fl;omits disagreement to amendmeJ?.t-numueroo ~. 
A bill (S. 3527) granting a pensio. n to Edwi.n M. Farnham· a:id ag!eeS'fA? ~e same with an amendment ii.s follow:s: ~trik'3-ont al! after 
A b·n s 3549) · · f · t Will. ' A ' Provided,,, m line IO of the Senate amern:fmlllt, and m he"1 thereof msel't: 

1 ( • granting an u1crease o 12ens1on o 1am • •-That the Secretary of the Nav.y is hereby :mtho1·ized t0o pr.~ure by con-
Keyes; tract arm.or of the best quality for any or all vessels above referred to~ pro-

A bill (S. 3634) granting a pension: to Mary P. Hunter vided such contracts can b_e made at::. price which in l.tiS judgment is rea-
A bill (s 3708) ti C7' .. t J i...- H H · ' . I sonal>le and equ1ta-bl&; but m case he is Ullah~ to m:lke eont:ract for armor 

. • gran .n~ a P~Wn Q Ollll : a:rnson, . I ufide.rthe above-conditions, he is hereby authorized in his-discretion, topro-
A bill (S. 3788) granting an mcrease of pension to James Wil-

1 
ctll'e a sight fox: and to erect thereon a. factory for the ma.unfacture of armor, 

Iiams· . and the sum afSt,000,00lis hereby appropriated toward. the,ereetion of said 
A bfll (S 3899) grantina a n&>nsion to James Cook· - I faetory." .An.4 asks ~further conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 

. • . o ~ . ' ' votes of the two Houses thereon . 
.A. bill (S. 3900) granting a pension to Sarah Clark; I Ordered That Mr. Fo , Mr: DAYTO., a.ndMr. Cu.mu~G be the manager5 
A bill (S. 4006) granting an increase of pension to Ed ward :M.. of the conference on the part of the House. . . 

Tucke!~ . . . Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate disagree to the amendments 
A bill (S. 4007) grantmg an mcrease of pension to Bernard , of the House of Representatives te the amendments of the Senate 

Dunn:_ numbered 9 and 58, ~d that the Senate further insist upon its 

G
A bill (S. 4040) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. amendments numbered 50, 51, 52, and 53, u.pon which the commit-
age·. . . tee of conference were u:nable t_o agree, and agree to the further 
A bill (S. 4077) granting a pens10n to Frances Horton Force; conference asked by the House on. the disagreeing votes of the 
A bill (S. 4087) gl'anting an increas.e of J>ension to Ellen M. two Houses thereon. 

Mans1:1'~ . . _ Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President~ I desire to ask some ques· 
A b~ll (S. 4215) gran~ng a pension to Beile. ~ean~ tions before the motion is agreed to. I want to know what is now 
A bill (S. 4421) grantmg an m.crease of pension to Albert Brown; in dis.agreement that we are insisting-upon? 

and . . . . Tu. HALE. The same subjects-:ma.tter that were in disagree-
A bill (S. 471&) grantmg an mcrease of pension to Robert G. :rnent before the conference-the provisions in relation to ocean 

Dyhrenfurth. surveys, in relation to the course of the students at Annapolis, and 
ID.-itOLLED BILLS SIG."ffiD. annor plate. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had Mr. PETTIGREW. As the Senate has agree<fthat we shalI pay 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and they $445 a. ton for all armor plate and $-545 a ton for enough to equip 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore~ the three ships now being built, and the Honse insists upon. the 

A bill (S. 30.55) to ratify an agreement between the ommISS1on building of ,a plant unless the Secretary can buy armor plate at a. 
to the Five Civilized Tribes and the Seminole. tribe of Indians; reasonable price--

A bill (S. 3490) in relation to admissions to and dismissions Mr. HALE. Yes; that is it exactly. 
from the Reform School of the District of Columbi · Mr. PETTIGREW. Does the Senator think the Senate should 

A bill (H. R. 4.367) granting an increase of pension to Mary La. continue to insist. upon its position? 
Tourrette Stotsenburg; Mr. HALE. I do not think the- Senate is ready to recede and 

A bill (H. R. 6~43) to amend the charter of the Capital Traction give the matter up. I do not think the Senate to~day, at any 
Company oli the. District of Columbia; rate, will agree that the whole matter shall be left in the discre-

A bill (H. R. 6~50) for the relief of the Colorado Cooperative tion of the Secretary, and the whole matter of armor plant dis
Company, to permit second homesteads in certain cases, and for -cretionary with the Secretary. The proposition of the Senate wa..s 
other purposes; to fix a price, which is named, and that it the Secretary can. not 

1,., '!';ill (H. R. 'i6o3) to establish a board of c:;.iarities for the Dis- get a contra.ct at tha.t price. then he shall go on. and build an 
trict of Columbia; armor-plate-factory. The HouS& provision leaves it all entirely 

A bill (H. R. 'i'.812) granting a pension to Lyda Strang; discretionary with the Secretary -
A till (H. R. 8498) to amend an act entitled ~'An act to author- Mr r PETTIGREW. It seems to me when we fix tlrn price so 

ize the reassessment of water-main taxes in the Distrfotof ilium- excessively an<l enormously high that there is a profit of seven 
bia, ai:id for other purposes," approved July 8, 1898; millions in it, it is hardly to be expected that the armor-plate 
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manufacturers will decline to accept that gratuity or that dona
tion. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator vote for the House proposition, 
to leave the whole thing discretionary with the Secretary? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think I would, I do not think he can 
possibly do worse than we have done. 

:Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow me 
to suggest to him that it is possible, if we agree to the House pro
vision, there will be a profit of more than seven millions? 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me, it leaves the 
whole thing in the discretion of the Secretary, and he can nay 
seven hundred or a thousand dollars a ton under the proposed 
amendment of the House. After we have discussed the subject 
here ad nauseam for five years, and the Senate has repeatedly 
fixed the price at $300, and then the other d~y, by a narrow margin 
of 2 votes, an agreement was made that the price should be 8-145, 
and in the event that we could not get it at that price then we 
would build an armor plant, the House turns around and says, 
"Let us throw all that away; the Secretary knows more about it 
than the Senate or anybody else; we will let him fix the price ac
cording to his discretion and give him carte blanche to pay what 
he pleases." 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems to me we have done about as bad 
as we can. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Four hundred and forty-five dollars is not so 
bad as $545 or $645 or $1,000, and that is what this proposition 
means. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. So far as that is concerned, it is 8545 we 
are discussing. The armor plate, according to the testimony sub
mitted from the Committee on Naval Affairs, will not cost more 
than $250, and they are selling it for that. Now, we put in this 
bill the price of $545. That is the item we are discussing, not 
$445, because the $445 item is for vessels to be built in the distant 
future, and that can be attended to at the next session of Congress. 
All we have done is to fix the price at $545, which is $300 more 
than it costs to make the armor plate, and for 9,000 tons that will 
be $2,700,000 profit. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will allow me to correct him, 
the House sent the bill over here with no provision in it at all for 
armor except for the three battle ships now on the stocks nearing 
completion. The House at that time did not agree to anything on 
this scheme of additional armor, but the Senate, as I said, by a 
narrow majority, inserted a provision authorizing $445, and in the 
event that tMy could not get it at that price then the Secretary 
was ordered to build an armor factory. The House now proposes 
that we shall strike that out and leave the Secretary footloose to 
do as he pleases and get the armor at the best pricE!he can, and if 
not satisfactory, in his judgment, he can build an armor factory. 

Mr. NELSON. May I ask the Senator from Maine a question? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. I should like to have a vote on my mo

tion. 
Mr. NELSON. I understand from the reading of this report 

that you have agreed to such an amendm'lnt. 
Mr. TILLMAN. No. 
Mr. NELSON. You have agreed to
Mr. TILLMAN. Not about armor at all. 
.Mr. HALE. That is precisely the point in controversy to which 

the Senate conferees do not agree. 'l'he Senate maintains its posi
tion of $145 or an armor plant. If I were to talk an hour I could 
not make it any plainer. 

Mr. NELSON. I thought you had agreed to that. 
Mr. TILLMAN. No, sir. 
Mr. HALE. I should be glad to have a vote on my proposition. 
Mr. BUTLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine a 

question before the vote is taken. Did the House agree to the 
Senate amendment about the dry dock at Charleston? 

Mr. !!ALE. hat has already been settled-agreed to by both 
Houses. The Senator called it up the other day and we had a 
vote upon it, and the Senate settled it and the House accepted it. 
So that passes from consideration. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to interrogate the chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. This matter is becoming peril
ous. It would be a frightful catastrophe if the Governmen tshould 
be again confronted, in this ambitious scheme to build up an Amer
ican Navy, with an exhibition of utter inability upon the part of 
Congress to provide for the furnishing of armor plate. I had in
tended to offer an amendment to this report on the floor of the 
Senate, but I am informed that it would not bejn order. 

I should like, however, to ask the chairman of the committee 
whether he thinks there would be any chance of the acceptability 
of a suggestion that we should agree to the Vandiver amendment, 
which has been already indorsed by the Senate by a considerable 
majority, with a simple amendment striking out the word "in
cluding" and inserting the words "exclusive of;" so that the 
Government would pay the royalty to Krupp or to any other per
son hereafter, if any other process be invented or established 
which may be considered desirable, making, therefore, the limit of 

the price of armor plate $4-45, the Government paying the royalty, 
if any be due, or if any can be exacted? 

Mr. HALE. Let me get at that. It is substantially a new 
proposition. Let me see what the Senator has in his mind. That 
the Senate proposition of 5445 absolute, which has been passed, 
shall be modified .. so that in addition to that the Government 
shall deal with the question of royalty and pay it. 

Mr. PENROSE. If any be due. 
Mr. HALE. If any is due. 
Mr. PENROSE. Yes. 

. ~r. HALE. I do not know. Tha~, in a sense, is a new propo
sition. The conferees have not considered that propositio:q.: At 
some future time I can not tell what may be done in conference. 
At present it is not, of course, as has been intimated to the Eena
tor, in order, because the Senate conferees felt that thev had 
made a square fight on their proposition of $445 or an armor 
plant, and that they could not agree to the House proposition, 
which was widely and diametrically opposed to it. lt is no such 
suggestion as that mad9 by the Senator from Pennsylvania, but 
a direct proposition leaving it entirely with the Secretary and 
leaving the discretion of building an armor plant with the Secre
tary. The Senate conferees felt that they conld not agree to that, 
and therefore report an absolute disagi·eement. 

What will be done in subsequent conferences I do not know; 
but I think the Senator had better put his amendment in some 
form so that it may be considered at some future time. 

Mr. PENROSE. I hope the conferees will give careful consid
eration to my suggestion, because it is in line with the action 
which the Senate has already taken, and will doubtless satisfy the 
Senator from South Carolina and those Senators who claim that 
no royalty is properly due upon this improved nrocess and none is 
necessary to be paid. -

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, if the Senator from Pennsvl
vania imagines that I am ever going, by my vote here, to consent . 
to make a present of $7,000,000 to this armor trust, he is very much 
mistaken. The difference between what we have decided in the 
Senate over and over again to be a fair price for armor and the 
price demanded by the Carnegie people and the Bethlehem people 
involved in this contract for 32,000 tons, over and above what the 
Secretary of the Navy and the Naval Committee have declared to 
be the true cost of and agoodprofitonarmor,is$7,000,000. Now, 
if the Senator thinks that I will ever consent to that, he is simply 
mistaken; that is all. 

Mr. PENROSE. If the statement of the Senator from South 
Carolina were correct, I would not blame him for not agreeing to 
the proposition. -

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not know but that it 
is better for this matter to go back to conference, and · I hope the 
conferees on the part of the Senate will consider this proposition 
that we build an armor plant and do it at once. Why should we 
be held up by these manufacturers? It is admitted that they are 
in collusion; that they are a trust; that they have combined for 
the purpose of dividing what? The work, not competing as to the 
price, but that whatever profit there is shall be shared between 
them. It is admitted that the profit on the first contract they got 
from the Government paid for their plant. So we have paid for 
the plants, and now the two companies whose plants we have paid 
for combine to plunder the Government, and we wrangle over 
that proposition. 

It seems to me under the circumstances, in view of the fact that 
there is no competition, the day has come when we should build 
a plant and own it ourselves. We would save the cost of that 
plant almost every time we built a ship, even if we did riot make 
a single armor plate, because with the threat that we would make 
it ourselves, if we did not want to make it ourselves there would 
be competition and a price fair and legitimate and honest could 
be made, and the Government after all saving the cost of its plant 
over and over again. We would not of necessity be. compelled to 
ma.ke the armor plate. But there is no remedy if we do not build 
a plant. Therefore I hope the conferees will insist that the House 
shall make this concession to them, and that, without waiting for 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy, we shall build a plant, 
and built it at once. 

Mr. HALE. I hope Senators will let this merely formal matter 
go through and get out of the way of the Senator from Iowa. 
When the conference which is now to be appointed reports it will 
then be a fair subject for discussion, but I hope Senat.ors will not 
take any more time now, as it is only a formal matter. I ask that 
my motion be agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I feel thatloughttosaythat 
I never shall be willing to vote to give an unlimited discretion to 
the Secretary of the Navy to put armor on the ships. It will 
be a $17,000,000 contract. I understand the difference of opinion 
is on tbe question whether we shall limit tbe price of armor or 
allow the Secretary to pay any sum he chooses to pay. 

Now I say, Mr. President;if that is to be the end of all this fight 
about armor and our endeavor to secure a reasonable- p1·ice for 
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armor out of two great combined concerns, and if we are to wind 
it up by giving authority to the Secretary of the Navy to pay $600 
a ton if he sees fit to do so, it will be a most impotent and cow
ardly conclusion. 

Mr. STEW ART. I should like to make one remark before the 
subject passes from the consideration of the Senate. After all 
this controversy I think we ought to see the final liberation of the 
United States from this combine; and it being impossible to do 
otherwise, I would say, let the Honse have their way, and let the 
Secretary have his discretion until an armor plant can be built, 
and let us put in this bill a mandatory provision to commence 
work immediately. Then we will have the end of it at some time, 
but we never will live to see this controversy ended unless we 
build an armor plant. · 

That is not the House proposition , but I suggest to the conferees 
that they insist upon a provision for the building of an armor 
plant in the way I have suggested, and then we will see the end 
of it at some time. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will inform the Senator from Nevada that 
that is just what the combine will never agree to. They dread an 
armor factory worse than the devil does holy water, because they 
see in that a release from their monopoly. 

Mr. CULLOM. Suppose they do not agree to it; let us go ahead 
anyhow. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In the House there was only 15 majority on 
the last vote, with about 100 absentees ; but if the House shall in
sist that we shall stand and deliver to these people and allow them 
to continue to rob the Government, we can have the bill fail, and 
that is the only way I can see by which we can"get around it. I 
am ready to have the bill fail and have no appropriations for the 
Navy rather than submit to this monopoly. 

Mr. PENROSE. I do not know whether the House amendment 
is the best possible provision. It may well be asked whether this 
business can be best transacted by one person instead of by 357 
armor experts in the House and some 90 experts on this side of 
the Capitol, particularly when that one man is subject to the con
centration of public attention and the publicity of the whole 
transaction, which would make any man distinguished enough to 
hold a Cabinet position do what was right for the Government 
and fair to the business interests contracting with him. I ask 
unanimous consent, however, to submit an amendment which I 
a.·ealize is out of order, but I will ask that it be printed and lie on 
the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be printed 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. TILLMAN. How can the Senator ask unanimous consent 
to submit an amendment t-0 a conference report? 

Mr. PENROSE. I admit that it is not in order, but for the in
formation of the Senate I ask unanimous consent that the amend
ment may be printed and lie on the table. I do not press it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If it is amerematterof opinion of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania and expresses his views, I have no objection to 
its being printed. 

Mr. PENROSE. I am aware that it is out of 01·der. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that it be read. It is a statement by 

the Senator from Pennsylvania as to how he thinks this contro
versy might be adjusted. 

Mr. TELLER. As a question of order the Senator has no right 
to offer an amendment, but be asks to have his suggestion printed, 
and that is another thing. 

Mr. PENROSE. That is it. 
Mr. TELLER. Be can put it in in that way. 
Mr. CHANDLER. That is all it is. 
:Mr. PF..NROSE. Itis only a suggestion. This is an amendment 

to the Vandiver amendment, offered in the House and adopted by 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
amendment. 

The Secre.ta1·y read as follows: 
On line 25, page 67, strike out the word " any " and insert the word" all." 
On line 4, page 68, strike out the word "including " and insert the words 

" exclusive of." · 
On line 16, page 68, after the word "pounds " insert the words "exclusive 

of royalties." 
On line 18, page 68, after the word "site " insert the wo1·ds "in the District 

of Columbia. " 
· The PRESIDENT. pro tempore. The amendment will be 

printed and lie on the table. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senat-0r from Maine. ' 

The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent the President pro tempore was author

ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the fur
ther conference, and Mr. HALE, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. TILLMAN 
were appointed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: . 

A bill (H. R. 1965) granting an increase of pension to John 
Lonergan; 

A bill (H. R. 2392) granting a pension to Daniel Davis; 
A bill (H. R. 2752) granting an increase of pension to Edmund 

P. Tie:rney; 
A bill (H. R. 6424) granting a pension to Charles S. Devine; 
A bill (H. R. 9308) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

l\I. Shaw; 
A bill (H. R. 10261) granting a pension to Josiah H. Bucking

ham; 
A bill (H. R.10616) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 

Mead; and 
A bill (H. R. 10743) granting a pension to Augusta ffilman. 
The bill (H. R. 9835) to establish a code of law for the Distriqt_ 

of Columbia was re~d twice by its title, and referred to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia, 

CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate for the 
purpose of a motion, the amendments of the House of Representa
tives to Senate bill 3419. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3419) 
making further provision for a civil government for Alaska, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. CARTER. I move that the bill with the accompanying 
amendments of the House be printed, and that the Senate dis, 
agree to the amendments of the Rous~, and ask for a conference 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author· 

ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
SHOUP, Mr. CARTER, and Mr. BATE were appointed. 

PRESIDENTl.A.L APPROVAL. 

A message from the President of the United States, by .Mr. 0. L: 
PRUDEN, one of bis secretaries, announced that the President ha~ 
on the ~9th instant approved and s1gned the act (S. 2883) to 
change the characteristic of Cape Cod light, Massachusetts. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, an~ounced that the House had pa-ssed 
with amendments the following bills, in which it reqtlested the 
concmTence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 351) granting an increase of pension to Samuel S. 
White; 

A bill (S. 1593) granting an increase of pension to Clara H. 
Inch; 

A bill (S. 1975) granting a pension to Annie D. M. Wood: 
A bill tS. 2938) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

Longmire; 
A bill (S. 2941) granting an increase of pension to Robert 

Gamble; and 
A bill (S. 3662) granting an increa.Se of pension to Louise D, 

Smith. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the fol

lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
A bill (H. R. 269) granting a pension to Rosa G. Thompson, for

merly Rosa G. Edwards; 
A bill (H. R. 315) granting an increase of pension to Moses H. 

Taber; 
A bill (H. R. 437) granting a pension to Mary E. Reynolds; 
A bill (H. R. 504) granting an increase of pension to William 

T. Lowry; 
A bill (H. R. 1204) granting a pension to Martha Mcswain; 
A bill (H. R. 1288) granting a pension to Cornelius W. Roberts; 
A bill (H. R. 1734) granting a pension to Mary A. Whitmore; , 
A bill (H. R. 1803) granting a pension to Julia E. G. Lewis; 
A bill (H. R. 1990) granting a pension to Julia A. Heath; • 
A bill (H. R. 2362) granting a pension to Bethuel H. Brasted; 
A bill (H. R. 2398) granmng a pension to Andrew Jackson; 
A bill (H. R. 2849) granting a pension to l\Iary A. Hanson; 
A bill (B. R. 3089) granting an increase of pension to Kate M. 

Pond; · 
A bill (H. R. 3767) granting an increase of pension to John W. 

Hartley; 
A bill (H. R. 3861) granting an increase of pension to Jesse .Mil-

lard· 
A bill (H. R. 4069) granting a pension to Julia A. Kinkead; 
A bill (H. R. 4650) granting a pension to Sarah Parrish; 
A bill (H. R. 4679) granting a pension to Micager Philpot; 
A bill (H. R. 4800) granting a pension to Joseph Crawford; 
A bill (H. R. 4879) granting an increase of pension to D. Cyrus 

Holdridge: 
A bill (H. R. 4986) granting an increase of pension to William 

P. Aylesworth; 
A bill (H. R. 5007) granting an increase of pension to Smith 

Miner; 
A bill (H. R. 5117) granting a pension to Roland Burnett; 
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A bill (H. R. 5120) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
Coggeshall; 

A bill (H. R. 5150) granting a pension to William Love; 
A bill (H. R. 5208) granting a pension to I\f ary E. Dickey; 
A bill (H. R. 5444) granting an increase of pension to Albert W. 

Brush; 
A bill (H. R. 5G44) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Alfred De Arnaud; 
A bill (H. R. 5648) granting.a pension to Mary B .. A.1len; 
A bill (H. R. 5894) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 

Townsend; 
A bill (H. R. 5944) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 

Everly; 
A bill (H. R. 6096) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

W. Kirkendall; 
A bill (H. R. 6407) granting an increase of pension to Michael 

S. Brockett; 
A bill (H. R. 6776) granting a I_>ension to Annie Chamberlain; 
A bill (H. R. 6354) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 

W. Kellogg; 
A bill (H. R. 6902) granting a pension to Lydia A. Tryon:; 
A bill (H. R. 6947) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo C. 

Rembaugh; 

A bill (H. R. 10i49) granting a pension to Henry L. White; 
A bill (H. R. 10750) granting a pension to James H. Rainey; 
A bill (H. R. 10758) granting a pension to Sallie B. Wilson; 
A bill (H. R. 10i61) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 

H.Cr m; 
A bill (K R. 10778) granting an increase of pension to Martin 

V. B. Winkler; 
A bill (H. R. 10 15) granting a pension to Luciu K. Smalling; 
A bill (H. R. 10834) granting an increase of pension to Michael 

Dempsey: 
A bill (H. R. 10847) granting an inc1·ease of pension to Betsey 

.A. Summers· 
A bill (H. R. 10856) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 

A. Robinson; 
A bill (H; R.10872) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 

Buehler; ' 
A bill (H.B. 10873) granting an increase of pension to Ida J. 

Peixotto; 
... "1. bill (H. R. 1091'>) granting an increase of pension to John 

Whitmore· 
A bill (H. R. 11010) granting an increase of pension to James 

H. Eatman; and 
A bill(H. R.11145) granting a pension to William C. Chandl-Or. 

A bill (H. R. 7012) granting an increase of pension to Emma C. 
Stephenson; SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

A bill (H. R. 7158) granting an inci·ease of pension to Levi S. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid-
Parrott; 

A bill (H. R. 71o9) granting an increase ·of pension to We ley eration of the bill (H. R.11212) making appropriations for sundry 
· civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending J nne 

C. Sa~er; . . . . . 30. rno1, and for other p-qrpose . 
A b~U (H. R. 7119) gran~g a pe_ns10n to C~ru:enc~ S. Hall, Mr. PENROSE. I offer an amendment to the pending bill. 
A bill (H. R. 7190) granting an rncrease of pension t-0 George Mr. ALDRICH What has become of the amendment of the 

0 .. Co~e; 
9 

. . • . • Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER)? 
A b~l (H. R. 73.;i7) grantrng- an increase of pension to Chai les The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was laid by for the present 

N. Pame; · I . . . • 
A b'll (H R 73"8) t· . · . se of eruu.· t J hn I Mr.-. AL. DRICH. I understood the chauman of the committee 
• .1 . • • "" gran mg an mer ea P on ° 0 to ask that it be disposed of now. 

Ni.X~ui (H. R. 7329) granting an increase of pension to Lewis n:~·er=-:~;~: I have just offered an amendment which has 

~ Swen~on; -:.: . . _ . . The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenatorfromNewHamp-
A ~il! (H. R. 7t:>i)3) granting nn rncrease of pension to Fanme shire offered an amendment which the· Chair understood was laid 

:M. 0 Lmn; . ide 
A bill (H. R.-7600) granting an increase of pension to Charles aslli: ALDRICH. Thatistheamendmentnowpending,Iunder-

Cla-us~en; ,.. 
9 

• • . • . • • stand. 
A b~ll (H. R. ,6..,1) grnnt~g a. pens~on to Willia.m H~Ch_a~man , Mr. ALLISON. That is the amendment pending... 
~ b~ (H. R. 7 114) ~n~ng a pens~on to Sar.ah M. Leslie, . The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
A b~ll (H. R. 8~4~) gi:an~ng a pens~on to Sarah J. ~ed~ycoart, to t4e amendment pr.oposed by the.Senator from New Hampshire. 
A b~ll (H, R. B-0 1 ) grant~ng a pens~on to Joseph Qmnn Mr. JONES of' Arkansas. Mr. President, while we are discuss-
A b~ll (H. R. 8;~8) gran~ng a p~nsi.on to Mary~· Lacey; . ing the propriety or the impropriety of appointing this commig.. 
A bill (H. R. 8M>-4) granting an rncrease of pension to Ma.tie L. s'-0n and other commissions of the kfud it seems to me not- inap-

A~~ti (H R 8-40) ti · t L a· J D Sil . propriate that the attention of the Senate should be called to some 
• • • l> gran .ng a p~nsion ° Y ia . .- e va, legislation we have had heretofore. 

A ~ill (H. R. 86~9) granting an rncrease of penSion to Isaac B. In 1898 the Senate made an appropriation fo:t an exposition at 
Hoyt.. ,., _ . . . . . . Paris, a proposition to caU the attention of the world to the com-

A bill C!l· R. Si3i:>) granting an increase of pension to Annie B. mercial advantages of the United States and to advance the com-
Sharr~rd, . . . mercial interests of the United State . We made a number of 

A bill (H. ~· 9010) grantrng an increase of penSion to Charles appropriations to carry out that purpose, and we- bad certain re-
A. W ~tfield, 

0 
• • • • strictions in the appropriations, to which I wish to call the atten-

A bill (H. R. u0!3) grantrng an increase of pens10n to David S. ti.on of the Senate now. Among others there is· this: 
Snyder: . 

A bill (H. R. 9108) granting a penBion to Maria H. Hi,xon; It hall bethedutyoftheCommissioner-Genera.ltoreporttothePresident, 
A bill (H. R. 9176) granting a; pension to Emily Haines Harri- for transmission to Congress at the beginning of each regular se sion, a de

tailed statement of the expenditures incurred herennder during the twelve 
son; . month preceding; and theCommissioner-Generalisher byreqtiired. within 

A bill (H. R. 93 • ) granting a pension to Irving John on; four ruonth after the clo e of said exposition, to make full report of the re-
A bill (H. R. 9502) granting an increase of pension to Phebe A. sults thereof, as herein required, etc. 

La Mott; Now, it was the duty of the Commissioner-General, at the be-
A bill (H. R. 9555) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas ginning of this session of Congress, under that law, to make a. 

Briggeman; detailed statement of his expenditures during the twelve months 
A bill (H. R. 9719) granting a pension to Amos W. Felke1·; preceding-. I h-0Id fn my hand a paper transmitted by the Presi.-
A hill (H. R. 9788) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin dent of the United States to the Senate, a message signed by the 

F. Dennis~ President of the United States, which is as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 9839) granting an increase of pension to EmilyH. 

Wood: 
A bill (H. R. 10029) granting a pension to Elizabeth Springer; 
A bill (H. R. 10062) granting an increase of pen'Sion to Harriet 

Crot enbnrg; · 
A bill (H. R. 10'>35) granting an increase of pension to George 

Friend; 
A bill (H. R. 10381) granting an increase of pen ion to Gideon 

W. T. Ridlon; 
A bill {H. R. 1050.4) granting an increase of pension to Lewis 

H. Riden· ~ 

A bill (H. R. 10607) granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
Disbrow; 

A bHl (H. R. 10618) granting an increase of pension to Martin 
O 'Connor; 

A bi!l (H. R. 10742) granting a pension to Wilburn W. Testei·
man; · 

'l.'o the enate and House of Represeniatii:es: 
I transmit herewith a copr, of a letter from Mr. Ferdinand W. P ck, Cont· 

mi ioner-General of the Umted States to the Paris Expo ition of 1900. dated 
November 17, 18!l9, submitting a detailed statement of the expenditures in
curred under authority of la.w. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXE UTIVE :MAN IOS, Wa ltington, Api-fl !, 10()(). 

This transmit a letter from Mr. Peck, in which he says in the 
beginning: 

In accordance with the act of Congress providing for the participation of 
the United State in the Paris Exposition of 1900, I submit herewith for trans
mission to Congress "A detailed statement of the expenditures incurred" 
under said act during the last twelve months. 

On the next page but one appear the statement. This " detailed 
statement" consists of eleven items, and I wish to call the atten
tion of the Senate to it: 



.. 

1900. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 6267 
Statement of expendititres made fron'lr ap p1·opviatio11, for Pm-is Exposi#ion of 

19CO f rom November 15, 1898, fo Nottembef• 1, 1899, as submi tted b'IJ Frederick 
. B n ckett, secretm·y and disburs ing officer. 

~i~~7f i;::'.)j;:~f :~i=:=_:~~\=~;t =i:t:'.iif ·;n;i 11·i 
Rent , Chicago, Paris, and New York----------· -~----·-·-··-·--···· 13,436.95 
Furniture _____ ..... · ·-· - . . . ..••.... -· · - ·-···· ·--·-··· -····· ____ ·--··-.. 7, ~- 69 
Stationery and printing ____ ··-···-· •..... --····--·-·-···- .•.... ·-- ~·-- 5,«13. 75 

'ftls6£ii1n~~~d-~-~~ ::::::::::::~::::::~::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::: 1~: ~:~ --
Total--------·-···········-----···-·······---·-············ · ······ 240;633.51 

Here is a proposed detailed statement of expenditures, amount
ing to $c24.0,633.51, which consists of eleven items. When this re
port came to the Senate I felt that it was not a compliance. with 
the law and I offered a resolution requiring this man , who was 
authorized by Congress to disburse public fundsr to make a. more 
detailed statement, and I have. the responsa to that resolution. 
The resolution I offered was as follows:: 

Resolved, That the President be and bG is hereby , requested to ti·a.nsmit 
to the Senate for its information the detailed statement of expendit ures of 
the Commissioner-General of the United States to the Paris Exposition of 
1900,a provided for tinder the act of 1898 Ct"ea tin gt-he office of Commi ionar
Oener:il to the Paris Exposition, and for other purposes." 

Resolved furtltei·, That said detailed statement should, in the opinion oi' the 
Senate, stat& the nrrmber and names, places of residence, and salary paid to 
experts, clerks, officer>r, and employees, and should :i:n like manner~et out the 
det&ils of other expenditures. 

In reply to that. the President send. a statement which brings 
theexpenditnresuptoDecember31,1899. Theexpenditnresunder 
the first report were down to November 1, 1899. Now,. the ex
penditures reporte.d up to December 3.1, 1899', which runs two 
months longer than· they had gone before, amount to $396,700.22. 
There seems, then, t(} ha.ve been expended in that two months 
$156,067.29. There was a balance over when this appropriation 
was first made of $1,286,000.24 that went to this exposition under 
the law. In the sundry civil act of Jttly 1 1898, there was ap.pro
priated for _the international exposition $200,000; in the sundry 
civil act of March 3, 1899, for the internationalexposition,$750,000; 
in the sundry civil act of March 3', 1899 for btrllctings,$20,000, and 
by the same act for jurors, $60,0001 and' by the same act for the 
Lafayettemdnnment, $50,000. Then, in. this year, as Senators will 
seei the amount is somewhel'e in the neighborhood of $1,200,000r 

Now, the report made by this officer~ who was required to make 
a detailed statement of his expenditnres, amounts to less than 
~00,00l>, acconnted for up to the 1st of January last, and yet in 
the fast nrgent deficiency bill the Committee on Appropriations of 
thi body brought in a deficiency of $169,500, and it was pnt in 
the bill and passed here. Where was the remainder of tlie mil
lion and a.quarter of dollars that had been appropriated and which 
does not seem to have bP.en accounted for by this official report 
coming to the Senate? 

Mi-. TELLER. I wish the SenatoT to state what wou1d ·be the 
sum total of the appropriations. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The total amount of appropriations 
up to this time is 1,448,786.24, but that includes the $169,500 
which was embraced in the· urgent deficiency bill which we passed 
only two or three weeks ago. Leaving that out, thera was atout 
.a million and a quarter dollars that bad been appropriated; and 
on the 1st of January this detailed statement required by the law 
shows only an exi;endi&ure of less than $400-,000. I ask the Senate 
and the Committee on Appropriations where is the balance of the 
$800,000? Where is the necessity for an mo.gent deficiency- appro
priation of $169,500? 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that the Senate has gotten into 
a practice of allowing things to go at loose ends. There was a 
paragraph in the PQst published in this city only a day or two ago 
to which I will call the attention of the Senate. How much truth 
there 1s in it I do not know, but this purports to be a telegram 
coming from Paris under date of May 29. It says: 

The official career in Paris of l\fr. Ferdinand W. Peck, Commissioner
General of the United States to tne world 's fair, is not Ai shining snceess. 
Tbere has been friction :i:n the cOIDJ:Dission for some time. The official family 
is not a happy oner but is split in to cliques, and this condition has resulted in 
crimination and i-ecrimina.tion. 

Storie of extravagance in the national buildl'!lg, of unwarranted travel
ing eXl)enses, and excessive salary allowances have been rife for some tim~ 
and the scandalous charge is openly made. that employees have profited from 
the sale of privileges in connection with the American erlu"bit. Complaints 
on the part of exhfbiton; have been very numerous. 

HOW HE PRACTICES ECONOMY. 
Commissioner Peck bas recently been curtailin~ the salary list, because 

the GovernUlent a.t Washington demanded full details of expenditures. He 
has also refused to pay some bills, which he claims are exorbitant, but 
w~ch have been urgently pressed. 

From the Wahington Post of May 29 I clipped the-following: 
Briefly summarized, the ma.in charge is that certain officials of the Ameri

can department of the Paris Exposition are allotting space to the highe t bid
~ers, an<;l a.re applyiDg this extra money t<> theh· personal use. The complaint 
is made m these words: 

••The French GO'Vernment gives the space free of cost to foreign exhib-

itors, but some of the represent..a.tives of our Government, having supervi
sion of United States sections, make the exhibitor pay whatever can be ex
torted from him ($150 a.nd upward) before he is allowed to exhibit. As there 
a.re 7,000 exhibitors and over, the field for operation is. enormous. Some of 
the exhibitors refuse to be held up, while others submit for fear of being 
compelled to remove their exhibits. 

It seems that the Senate did not act a day t-00 soon in adopting 
a resolution requiring that this <>mcer shall make a. detailed state
ment, as be had been required by the law to do when the very 
first appropriati~n was made for this purpose,_ and which had 
been, it seems to mer a.bsc,lutely disregarded by this officer. 

We know w}\at a detailed statement is, Mr. President. When 
we require the officers of this body to make a statement of the 
money that comes ii: to their hands, they are expected to pnt every 
cent down, to what purpose it went, where it was used and how, 
giving the name of the individual who had the benefit of it and 
the date and the place. The items sometimes do not amountto 
25 cents. Pages of the report are taken: U{> in making these de
taUed statements. And yet when Mr. Ferdinand W. Peck comes 
to comply with the requirements of this statute and to make a 
detailed statement of bis· expenditures, telling us where- he placed 
$24.0,000, he says: "Salaries of experts, $72,045.14." 

When his attenti-on is.called to it by the State Department and 
he is made somewhat neryous and restless about it, he sends in 
another rep01·t, and I am not surprised that there should be talk 
in Paris about unnecessary extravagance and wasteful expendi
tures and an immense expense accountr The first item given in 
this more detailed statement, coming down to-the 1st of January, 
two months later than the other, is as follows: 

Ferdinand W. Peck; title or official capacity, Commissioner
General; initial date of compensation, July 2'>., 1898; salary, $8,000 
a year; total salary paid, $11,031~24; total expense for travel, 
$3 .• 724.73, making a total of 514,.755.97~ 

The nextoffic~r is the Assistant Commissioner-General who has 
dra.wn 71972.83 of salary and $4,079.46-for traveling expenses. 

It seems to me, .Mr. President, these exoenditnres may be all 
right. This travelin~ may have been done. It may have cost 
this great. commissioner· as mueh as $3.000 to make a trip from 
Paris ont to the seaeoast and back, or he may have had to come 
to. the United States on several occasions; bnt it seems to me· a 
man could have done a deal of traveling at any reasonable ex
pense, such a!f an officer of a republie ought to incur, for this 
amount of $3,724. 73 in a year's time. 

I hope Senators will look at this detailed statement. There 
are some of these names that are striking. I have no idea what 
they stand for. I do not know what they mean.~ The next.officer 
after the one I read is Mr. Frederick W. Brackett. He is the dis
bursing officer. He has drawn a salarv of 6, 160, and traveling 
expenses of $1,938.75. · 

Next after hun appears the name of Mr. Paul Blackmar~ He 
is "director of affairs/' whatever that may be. He is in Chi
cago. .What part_icular affairs he is directing in Chicago I have 
no idea, and there seems to be no re-port coming from tire Govern
ment to s1:Ww what pai:tic~ar affairs ~ may be directing. The 
next man IS F. J. V. Skiff, directorof mmes. Where he is domi
ciled does not appear. 

Mr. TELLER. In Paris. 
Mr. JO:r-,"'Es of Arkansas. I suppose perhaps he is. Then F. E. 

Drake, who is director of machinery and electricity, who has 
dra~ $4,4J5.66 total salary paid and 53,587. 75 traveling expenses:. 
The traveling expenses are nearly as much as the salary, which u 
$3,600 a year. 1 snppo e he is at Paris. It does not indicate 
where h& is 1-0cated. The next is Mr. A. S. Capehart who is a 
director. I do notknow'Yha.t ~a director_of. Itdo~not say. 

Then we have a corumlting architect at ParIB, and a director of 
exhibits, wh(}, I presume, is a't Paris. Mr. Charles. Richards 
Dodge is th~ next ~ho comes alo;n.g. He is director of agricn!
ture, and he~ dommiled: at W ashmgton~ He may have very iln
p_ortant service~ to rendEr in. connection 'Yith the Paris Exposi
tion to. be a resident of Washington as a director of agriculture· 
I do not know; but it seems to me that there should be some sort 
of official re_por:ts to show something aboutwhat these gentlemen 
do. There IS not very mu.ch agriculture to· be directed in Wash
ing ton, in my opinion, and I doubt w hethe1· the services of this gen
tleman have amounted to as much as his salary, which is $3 578 
comes to. He- has incurred traveling expenses to the amou~t of 
$1,.015.01. from which I infer-that he has not confined his time ex-
clusively to Washington. . 

Mr. TELLER. May I interrnpt the Senator to ask him if that 
report shows what these people get as annual salaries in each case? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir; in each case, and the date 
of appointment. 

Mr. TELLER. From the Comlilissioner down? 
Mr.JONES of Arkansas. From the Commissioner down; each 

one. 
Mr. TELLER. I wish the Senator would give it t-0 us once 

more. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Commissioner gets $8,000 a year. 
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The date of his appointment is July 22, 1898. The total salary he and there are probably bills out for thousands and tens of thou
had received up to the 31st of December last was $11,031.24, and sands of C!Dllars that have not been paid. . 
his traveling expenses at the same time were $3,724.73. The date Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Ec!l::ttor state the amount 
of this man's appointment is put down here in compliance with the appropriated for buildings? 
resolution. Itseemsthattherequirementoflawthatthereshould Mr. HALE. Not more than $96,500. 
be a detailed statement made of these expenditures was not suf- Mr. JON~S ~f Arkansas. The amount appropriated a year ago 
ficient to bring a statement of this kind from the Government for these bmldmgs was $200,000, and I presume that was consid
until itwasdirectlyordered bythe Senate. When that was clone, ered at that time to be sufficient for the buildings for this exposi· 
we learn by the papers that the result is that Mr. Peck, the Com- tion. Now, when only $38,000 of the $200,000 has been spent, the 
missioner, has recently been curtailing the salary list because the Commissioner comes to the Senate and gets an additional appro
Government at Washington demanded full details of the expendi- priation of $96,000 for the item of buildings. 
tures. Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, the $200,000 appropriated for 

Mr. ALLEN. Are the salaries fixed by statute? . buildings appeared to be too small for the buildings that were 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No; they are not. actually constructed there, or in process of construction. It was 
Mr. ALLEN. How are they fixed? stated to us, and I have no doubt it is true, that as to the agricul~ 
Mr. JONES of Arkans.as. They are fixed by Mr. Peck there, tural building some $50,000 additional was needed. That the com-
Mr. ALLEN. At just whatever he pleases? mittee, at least, was satisfied ought to be constructed for the pur-
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Just whatever he pleases. And in pose of making the proper agricultural exhibits. So that adds to 

the report he made first, in rep<>rting the details of the expendi- the item previouslymade596,000, although there were some other 
tures, he reported clerk hire, for instance, $72,000, without giving small items. Those appropriations were not in lump, but they 
the name of any clerk or the number of clerks, without giving the were for particular purposes. Therefore, although there was a 
expenses of a single human being, without saying what amoun~ large balance on hand when the urgent deficiency hill passed, that 
of salary was paid to any individual; and yet be sent it to the balance could not be used for the purpose of completing those 
Preside:nt of the United States and the President transmitted it to buildings. 
Congress, calling it a detailed statement of these expenditures. Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But the balance· appropriated for 

Mr. President, it is time that things of that sort should cease. buildings certainly may be used for that purpose. 
Now, while I am talking about this, it brings another matter to Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. The buildings were not com, 
my mind, which I will interject right here. pleted until very near the time for the opening of the exposition. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me, right here, refer to one I do not remember when the urgent deficiency anpropriation 
matter? bill was pas~ed, but it was represented to us, and I have no doubt 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. properly, that those buildings had to be completed at least a. 
Mr. HALE. I am afraid that the Palis Exposition in its man- month or two before the exposition opened, which was on the 

agement is a bad performance. I do not know that it is so, but I 1st of May. So the fact was that only $38,000 had been ex
am afraid of it. However, as the Senator bas referred to the ur- pended in November. Therefore, there was good reason why in 
gent deficiency bill, reported by tp.e Committee on Appropriations the urgent deficiency appropriation bill we should provide for 
and passed in the Senate and in the House, so that it became a necessary additional expenses, all of which had to be met cer
law, I want to explain to him that the large part of that deficiency tainly by the 1st day of March. 
was for additional buildings, which the papers and the statement Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am .obliged to the Senator from 
which the committee had to take showed were necessary to the Iowa, and I agree with him fully that if the committee thought 
success of the exposition. it was wise to increase the amount of the appropriations for 

One hundred and sixty-nine thousand five hundred dollars, of which buildings it was proper to put the provision in an appropriation 
amount not exceeding $96,500 may be expended for buildings and appurte- bill d t · the am nt B t h t I •t· · · · th 
nances, including fire protection, pier landings, approaches, and other con· an ° mcrease ou · u W a am cr1 ic1smg IS e 
struction. fact that these large amounts of money are in the hands of this 

The committee thought that in .the course of the life of the ex- commissioner and that they arenotaccountedforaccordingto the 
position there ought to be granted not exceeding $15,000 for the law as written in the appropriation bill, which was reported by 
exhibitofnegroeducationandindustry;anewmatter,verymuch the Senator from Iowa and passed. I bfjlieve the law was as . 
urged by associations and proper influences in the direction of wisely framed as .it could be framed. I think the man who exe
recognizing the colored element in the exposition. The commit- cuted the law was bound to see and know his duty, and if be bad 
tee gave that. . been inclined to make the detailed report that the law requires 

Not exceeding $15,000 may be expended for an exhibit of negro education him to do all the facts would have been in the hands of the Sen· 
and industry, and not exceeding ~.ooo may be used for contingent expenses ate and be fully understood. 
of the Commissioner and audited on his certificate. I am not criticising the Committee on Appropriations, and I do 

That made up the large ,amount of the appropriation. I re- not want to be understood as insinuating that they did not act 
ported the bill from the committee. I dv not remember whether wisely in making addition~ appropriations for buildings, if there 
any discussion was had or any question was raised at the time; was a necessity for doing so; but what seems to me strange is, 
but these are the reasons why the additional sum was given by when there was more than $150,000 which had been appropriated 
the committee in that appropriation bill. · and had not been accounted for, that they should come here and 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am very much obliged to the Sena- ask for an increase of ·s100,ooo without stating the facts fully, so 
tor from Maine. as to showwhere the large part of this money had gone. No busi .. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PLATT of Connecticut in tbe ness man who was having a building constructed would allow the 
chair). The Senator from Arkansas will please suspend for a mo- contractor who is pnilding it to draw on him for a large addi
ment. The Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, tional .amount witP.out first showing what he had done with the 
being the bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppression of insurrec- money which had been already put in his hands. 
tion in, and to the government of, the Philippine Islands, ceded Mr. STEW ART. Does the Senator know what the business of 
by Spain to the United States by he treaty concluded at Paris on this person was before his appointment as Commissioner? Was he 
the 10th day of December, 1898. a business man, or what was he doing? 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the unfinished business may be tem- Mr. JONES of A_rkansas. I have no idea about that. 
porarily laid aside. Mr. STEWART. If he was a business man, the course he has 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The S~nator fr~m Massachnset~s I :pursued w.onld put him u~d~r suspicion of dishonesty; and if he 
asks unanimous consent that the unfimshed busmess may be laid IS honest, 1t would show bis ignorance. 
aside in order that the consideration of the pending bill may be I Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I do not believe it is wise to allow a 
proceeded with. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and disbursement of public money by officers who do not account 
that order is made. promptly for everything they handle. We did two years ago a 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am very much obliged to the Sena- thing which, while I do not understand the facts exactly, has 
tor from Maine for his explanation as to the $169,000; but now ever since given me some trouble. I hope the Senator from Iowa. 

- what I desire to call to the attention of the Senate is this item in can tell me whether there has ever been a published account of 
the appropriation bill of March 3, 1899, when there was appropri- what use was made of the $50,000,0_QO which Congress, in its gen .. 
ated for buildings $200,000; and in the report made in November erosity, placed absolutely at the disposal of the President about 
last the expenditure reported for buildings was $38,647.91; which the time of the beginning of the war against Spain. 
would leave over $150,000 of the $200,000 not expended, so far as I saw a statement that some of the money bad gone tD the War 
any report m~de to Congress is concerned. Department, some to the Navy Department, and certain other sums 

:Mr. HALE. I suppose, like ordinary business transactions, at to other Departments. The air was full of rumors of the most 
~ny given time it does not follow because no more money is extravagant and unreasonable eX})enditures which had been made 
needed that all the bills which had previously accrued bad been out of t~at $50,000,000 for things here and there that were not 
paid. I presume from time to time these bills are paid; and it is worth one-half the sums paid for them; and, so far as I know, 
ascertained at a given time, as in the case of the bill just referred there has been no report yet made to Congress showing whether 
to, that more money is needed for the completion of buildings, this $50,000,000 was wisely and judiciously used or not. I believe 

.. 
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- the President of the United States is personally an honest and up
right man, and I do not believe that he has ever permitted any 
mi appropriation of public funds, if he knew it; but when the 
public have trusted him by an act of Congress with the absoiute 
use of $50,000,000, which he was to use at his discretion and which 
he had unlimited power to disburse in any way he saw fit, after 
t.he war was over and after the excitement had subsided, there 
should be some report made by the different Departments showing 
where this money went and for what purposes it was used. 

There are constant charges going around here. We all saw in 
the Post this morning a statement about the purchase of a yacht 
by the Government, managed through political influences in New 
York, that 880,000 was paid for a yacht which had cost 545,000 
and which the Government almost immediately afterwards of
fered to sell for $25,000i and that certain politicians had gotten 
$25,000 for making that sale to the Government. I believe there 
ought to be such reports made by the War Department, the Navy 
Department, and the Treasury Department as would put all these 
slanderous statements, if they be slanderous, at rest, and show 
the falsity of these insinuations that are constantly being made 
that money is being used in this sort of way. 

1 refer, Mr. President, in what I have said toa paragraph, which 
I presume all Senators read, in the Washington Post of this room
ing. It is entitled" Ya:cht sold to Uncle Sam-Judge-elect Hazel 
helped to engineer the deal, with great profit." It is taken from 
a Buffalo special to the New York Tribune. Whether there is 
any truth in this story I know not. I hope there is not one word 
of truth in it. I call attention to it now simply as an illustration 
of what I mean when I say that there should have been a full and 
complete accounting, whether the law requires it or not, and the 
reports of the Government officials ought to show where every 
dollar of this $50,000,000 went. The people have a right to know 
what becomes of the public funds, and we ought to know what 
has become of the money we put in the hands of the President. 
This special to the New York Tribune says: 

[Buffalo special to the New York Tribune.] 
The Buffalo Express to-morrow morning will print some letters concern

in~ the alleged activity of John R. Hazel, candidate for United States dis
trict judge, in selling a. yacht belonging to a.Democratic politician to the Gov
ernment during the Spanish war, for a. commission of $5,000, a work said to 
be his only experience with admiralty law. 

It will also publish a detaHed account of the interview between its reporter 
and Mr. Hazel, and the latter's refusal either to.affirm or deny his share in 
the transaction. - The reporter showed the letters to Mr. Hazel, and he read 
them in pa.rt, but declined to discuss them, though he was assured that any 
answer he had to make would be printed with the letters. The documents 
shown to Mr. Hazel were a letter from George E. Matthews, of the Express, 
to ex-Congressman Mahany and the latter's reply. They are as follows: 

BUFFALO, N. Y., May f4, 1900. 
MY DEAR MR. MAlliNY: At this late day I am surprised to learn, on the 

best authority, that John R. Hazel denies that he told you that he had re· 
_ ceived $5,(XX)-for his services in selling the yacht of Mr. Conners to the Gov
ernment. The statement was made bylou iii a public speech at the Concert 
Hall on September 12 last; was reporte in the Express, as shown in the an
nexed slip; was also reporteJ in the same words in the Buffalo Evening News 
and the Buffalo Ev-ening Times\ ~nd in substantially the same words in the 
Buffalo Review. It was notdemed at that time, though the newspapers gave 
Mr. Hazel the opportunity usual in such cases. On the contrary, Mr. Hazel 
admitted to certain people that he had made the statement to you. Those 
people· it is not convenient for me to summon .. Therefore, to justify the 
Express for the publication, I have to ask you to. restate the circumstances 
in the matter, and also, if you will, to let me know whether there were any 
other~parties to the conversation • 

. V.ery sincerely, yours, . · 

To the Hon. RowL.L~ B. MAHANY. 
GEORGE ~· MATTHEWS. 

BUFFALO, N. Y., May 24, 1900. 
My DEAR MR. M~TTHEWS: Your letter of this morning is at hand, and I 

am a.stotlished to learn that Mr. Hazelhas denied to anyone his conversation 
with me regarding the "Fale of the Conners yacht. Shortly after the trans
action lmet Mr. Hazel, on my retm·n from. Washington, at the Iroquoit; Hotel, 
and among other matters we discussed, the ·question of the yacht deal came 
up. I taxed him with having to.ken advantage of his political position in sell
ing a yacht to the Government for an exorbitant price-twice what the ves
sel wa.'> worth. He lau~hed and said. that l took an extreme view of the mat
for; that he was in busmess, and it was all right for him to sell the yacht if 
he could, and that he had not gotten as ·much out of it as he ought to have 
received, all things considered. - I answered that he got enough, according to 
popular report, and then asked him how much .he really did get. 

"Well," he replied, "tbe~e a.re so many stories about the matter that I 
suppose it is just as well to set them at rest by the truth in the case. My 
share was $5,000." - · ~ - · ~ -

' • What did the Government give for the ya.ch t," I asked. 
"Why, that is a matter of record at the 'freasury," Mr. Hazel answered. 

"The pu rcha.se price was $80.000." 
"What did Conners get," I continued. 
"b'ixty thousand dollars," wa.s the answer. 
"Where did the other $15,<XX) go," I inquired. 
Mr. Hazel lau~hed, and said, "Oh, come, now; I can't tell all about it," or 

words to that effect. 
"But yon do acknowledge.," I said, "that you personally received $5,000 as 

·your share." 
·'Oh, yes," he said; "I was a fool not to have asked more, for I could easily 

have ~ot it." 
"Well," I said; "I don't take the same view of these things that you do." 
"I suppo e you don t; I guess we never will agree on anything," was his 

reply. . ,. . .. . 
This is 'the conversation as it took :place in the presence of at least one repu

t& 'lle witness, who will substantiate its accuracy, if necessary. I think there 

were also some other gentlemen present who remember the occurrence and 
the conversation. 

Sincerely, yours, 
ROWLAND B. MAHANY. 

The Hon. GEORGE E, MATTHEWS, 
Editor of the Express, Bttff cilo, N. Y. 

Attached to the letter of Mr. Matthews shown to Mr. Hazel was an excerpt 
from a public speech made by R. B. Mahany, for several terms and up to last 
year the Republican Congressman from the Thirty-second district. The 
speech was delivered at the public mass meeting of citizens held in Concert 
Hall last September. It was printed word for word in the Buffalo News, a 
Repu blicanevening pa per; the Buffalo Times, a Democraticevening paper, and 
substantial!}! in the Buffalo Review, a Republican morning paper, the day 
after the meeting . • The excerpt is in part as follows: 

·'As a. member of Congress, my duty was to ser-ve the people. not to sell 
yachts for Democratic bosses. [Cheers.J ~peaking of the yacht question, 
Mr. Conners's yacht, the Enquirer, cost him $-!5,000, 1 am informed. Through 
the influence of John R. Hazel and D. 8- Alexander the yacht was sold to the 
Government for the enormous sum of $80,000. Mr. Conners received $00,<XX)i 
according to a. statement Mr. Hazel made to me personally, and Mr. Haze 
said his rake-off was $5,000, and he was sorry he did not ask more, for he be
lieved he could have got it. [Lau.ghter.] History does not record where the 
other $15.000 went. 'l'he Government recently relisted the yacht for sale at 
the low fi'gure of $25,000." 

Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to ask the Senator who is respon
sible for the purchase of that yacht? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. · l presume it was done by the Navy 
Department, and I presume it was paid for out of the $50,000,000 
about which I was talking just now. -

Mr. TILLMAN. If these officers put the price at $80,000 when 
they were buying the yacht, why did they put it at such a low 
figure when they came to sell it? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That is one thing I should be glad 
to have explained. 

This is not a singular case. There is not a man in the Senate 
who has not been told the name of boat after boat that has been 
bought under circumstances almost identical. Only yesterday I 
met a man in the co1Tidors of this Capitol who told me he knew 
of three vessels, giving the names of one or two, which had been 
offered to the Navy Department for hire at a certain figme, when 
the Department refused to hire them, and subsequently the par
ties were admonished that if they would put the vessels that they 
wanted to hire in the hands of a gentleman who had relations 
with the Navy Department, he could probably manage to effect 
an arrangement; and that it was done at an expense twice as 
much as the first proposition. I do not know whether these 
things are true or not, bu\ if these reports were made--

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President- . 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let me finish this sentence. 
If these reports were made, as I think they ought to be made, 

as to where this money has been spent, it would be an easy matter 
to disprove such charges and to furnish the proof that they are 

·untrue, if they are untrue; - -
Mr. CRANDLER. I do not think I ought to ask the Senator 

the name of bis informant, but I do think he ought to ascertain 
·and state to the Senate what the transaction was, so that there 
can be some opportunity to ascertain whether the facts are so or 
not, and so that they may either be admitted or refuted. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have given the name in one trans
action. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But no name ha-s been given in this ca'4. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. No; but I will warrant thait the 

Senator himself has heard charges of this kind. They are made 
all aroul!d; we hear them constantly. I do not know whether 
there 1s any truth in them or not, but, as I have already stated, ii 
the Departments would submit reports as to what was done with 
this money, and those reports were made a matter of public rec· 
ord, -it would be easy to dispro-ve any false charges that might be 
made. · 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will say tothe Senator that the Navy De
partment has made a report of all its purchases, and that the rec-
ord is full and complete. • 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Of the expenditure of all this money? 
Mr. CHANDLER. Of all the purchases the Department has 

made of ships which were necessary; but when they came to. sell 
some of the vessels which had been bought in an emergency the 
prices had to go down. · 

Now, if the Senator will specify any one wrong which he wants 
to have investigated, anything which he alleges to be wrong or 
anybody tells him is wrong, he knows very well that I will vote 
with him to have it investigated. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no doubt of that. The Sena
tor knows that if I knew there was anythiug wrong I would not 
wait for an assurance of that kind to turn daylight onto it. I 
should be glad to have it known at once. . 

Mr. CHANDLER. It would be better if the Senator, instead of 
railing and making accusations, had undertaken to specify. He 
says somebody has told him of some particular case. but he does 
not tell us who told him. - , 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. What accusation did I make? I 
should be glad to have the Senator sp?cify as to that: 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator said that boats had been offered 
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to the Navy Department for hire and had b~en refused,_and a!ter Mr. TILLMAN. That leaves about S23 000,000 entirely unac· 
some manioulation or ot.ber means, by putting the busmess mto counted for. Let us have it all. · 
the hands of some persons, the Navy Department finally bought Mr. BURROWS. I will read the do"nment: 
the ships. He had a purpose in. telling that; hE'. ~ea;nt that that NAVY DEPARTMEXT, Washington, Janua1·y ~!,. 19XJ 
was Wl'Ong. I say he ought to either tell who hls mformant was Sm: Replying to the re olution of th.e Senate, dated January , l~. re-

h t th f th h. s questing the Sec1·etary of the Navy to inform the Senate what portion of 
or W a e name 0 e S 

1
P wa · the $50,lXXl,OOO appropriat~d by Congr~ s. under the act approve~ .Maz:ch .9. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If I had made the statement, that 1898, entitled •An act ma.king approprmtions to supply m·gent deficiencies m 
wou~d be true, but I have not made that statement. I said I had the appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 189 , and for prior 
been told no lonErer a!!o than yesterday, in the corridors of thi.s years, and for other purposes," was assigned to and expended by or un~er 

._, '"' I d k h th t thedirectionoftheNa.vyDepartment,lhavethehonortotrausm1therewith Capitol that such a thing was true. o not now W e er 1 a statement, prepared by the PaymllSter-General of the Navy, showing the 
is true hr not. I simply used it to illustrate t~e fact that the~e allotments to the Navy Department from the above-mentioned uppropria.
ought to be a detailed statement., made a_ccess1ble to .the public tion and the expenditures thereunder in detail. Thg Paymaster·General, in 

d th th t $ 0 000 000 hl h t forwarding this statement to the Department, reports as follows: everywhere, of what was one Wl a '<> ' • W c . we pu ''Of the $.50,000,000 for national defense appropriated under t?e act of 
into the hands.of the President for the purposes of the Spamsh war. March 9, 1898, the President a.Hotted ~'9,973,274.2'2 fo!; the .use of this_De~art

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that such an account has been ment. The expenditures to date ag;gregate $27:356, 63. ~. and obli~atIOJ?S 
amounting to a.bout $1,180,000 are still outstandin~, whlch w)lei:i paid wi.11 

printed. make the total expenditures by the Navy under this appropriation $28,536.-
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If so, my attention has never been 863.68, leaving an unobligated balance of $1,436,410.54: to be ultimately turned 

called to it, and I should be glad to have the Senator furnish it back into the surplus fund of the Treasury. " 

to me. · Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iain very glad to get that document. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Did the Senator know the name of the man? Now I should like to have my attention called to another docu-
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did. men( showing what has become of the balance of the $50,000,000. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Did he know the name of the ship? Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow u;ie a mo. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did. ment? 
Mr. CHANDLER. Then, the Senator ought to tell the name of Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainly. 

the ship. Mr. LODGE. Every vessel bought under that emergency ap-
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If I succeed in finding out the facts , propriation by the Navy Department was bought only after a 

from the man who told me on yesterday-and he is a reputable board of naval officers had examined the ship and recommended 
man and he stated, according to my belief, what was the truth, the purr.base, and it was bonghtat the price recommended by the 
and told me he thought he could find out the facts-I will be sure board of naval officers who had examined the ship. 
to tell everv word, with the names, the dates, and everything else Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to have some Senator 
relating to ·the transaction. Many of these things come to a man refer me to the other document which will account for the other 
that are not true. I know that I have heard plenty of charges $20,000,000. 
that I was satisfied were not true( People get exaggerated ideas Mr. ALDRICH. I remembe:r seeing a document which con· 
about these things. But the point I make ~s this:-and I ~all the tained a statement of the expenditures made in our insular posses
attention of the Senator from New Hampshire to it-that if a de- sions which were paid from that fund. I do not know the num
tailed statement of the expenditure of this money had been made, ber of the document; but it is very easy for the Senator from 
and if it was easily accessible, it would be an easy l!latter then to Arkansas to write out a resolution, which he can do in a few 
disprove stories of this kind if they are untrue, and are not well minutes, asking the President of the United States for this infor-
founded, by going to the records. mation, and it will no doubt be very promptly furnished. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that there is a public Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I hope that there have been reports 
document showing the number of ships bought by the Navy Dtr made showing the expenditure of the whole of this $50,000,000. I 
partment, and the prices paid, and also the names of the ships that have within the last two or three weeks asked a number of Sena· 
were purchased. tors who know more about these things than I do, if thel'0 has 

:Mr. CHANDLER. Is there not also a statement of the appor- bee~ such a report made; and, I think, among others, I asked the 
tionment of the whole $50,000,000? Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISoNl, a gentleman to whom I usually 

1'1r. ALLISON. I think there is so far as the Navy Department go about things of that kind; ana he told me thern had been a re
is concerned, and I think that may be true also as. to the War port made as to the distribution of theS50,000,000, as I understood 
Department, but ~ a~ not sure of it. So far as. that is c~ncerned, him but that he did not know of any report made here as to the 
it is the easiest thmg m the world to get that mformat1on. I do exp~nditure; and I do not know of it. 
not know, and have not inquired, but I have no doubt that every I was simply discussing the matter of the failure of this account
item of that fifty-million-Q.ollar expenditure can be produced at ing officer at Paris to account promptly and in accordance with 
any time if it is desired. law for the moneys in his hand, and I mentioned this thing as an 

But so far as the matter is concerned on which the Senator from instance showing the reason why there should be a complete report 
Arkansas is now speaking, all the information is accessible in a made here of expenditures. I hope there are reports already 
printed document, the number of wh!ch I h!l've not at hand! whlch made which will explain where every dollar of the $50,000,000 
shows all the ships purchased, the pnces paid, by whom paid; and went so that as to the exorbitant prices paid for vessels we can at 
all the ships that were chartered a.re included in another docn- least have a start, a beginning, in order to ascertain what was paid 
menb by the War Department. So that, as respects these vessels and so that proper inquiries may be instituted. I think there 
which seem to be the subject of complaint, there is full and accu- should be such a report, if it has not been made; and if it has 
rate information regarding the cost and use of all of them. been made, I shall en-deavor to find it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am very glad to know that. Mr. HALE. There is a report so far as the purchase of the 
Mr. BURROWS. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? ships for transport service in the.Army and in the Na~y.are c~n
Mr. JONES of Ark'1Lnsas. Certainly. . cerned. There is a report on file m each Department, g1vmg a list 
Mr BURROWS. lholdinmyhandSenateDocnment110, bemg of the ships, their size, classification, and the amount paid for 

a lett~r from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response them-a report made to either the House or the Senate, which has 
to resolution of the Senate of January 8. 1900, a statement from been printed, so that the documents cover that part of the case 
the Paymaster-General of the Navy, showing the allotments to referred to by the Senator from Arkansas. 
the Navy Department from the $50,000,000 appropriated by Con- Mr. BURROWS. If the Senator will allow me, I will ca.11 his 
gress under the act approved March 9, 189~, e:i;itit~ed ''An act attention to a document, No. 145, which is a letter from the Sec
making appropriations to supply urgent deficiencies m the appro- retary of war, in response to resolution of the Senate of January 
priations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for prior 8 1900 as to what portion of the $50,000,000 appropriated by Con
years," etc. . . g~ess ~nder the urgent deficiency appropriation act approved 

This document contains a complete statement m detail of every March 8 1898, for the purposes of national defense, was assigned 
vessel purchased and every dollar expended in the Nav_y Depart- to and ~xpended by or under the dire9tion of the War Depart-
ment out of the $50,000,000. ment, which reads: 

Mr. ALLISON. I think that is also true as to the War Depart- w .AR DEP.ARTMEXT, washi11gton,, Feln-uai·y s, woo. 
ment. Sm: In response to the resolution of the United States Senate dated Jan-

Mr. JONES of Arkansas: I am very glad the Sena~01: from uary s, 1900, requesting information as to what .Portion of the $50.000.0CO ap
M.ichiaan has that document, and I hope he will put it m the propriated by Congress. under the urgent deficiency act approved March 8, 0 t th t d t 1898 for the purposes of national defense, was assigned to and expended b_y 
RECORD complete, because I have no seen a ocumen . or under the direction of the War Department, I have the honor to transmit 

Mr. ALLISON. It is Senate Document No. 110. herewith a consolidated statement showing the net amounts allotted by the 
MT. BURROWS. The Senator wants to put it in the RECORD, President to the Secretary of War and the several bureaus of the War De-

w · h t ? partment the net sums withdrawn from the Treasury by each.and the unex-
Mr. TILLMAN. hat IS t e aggrega e. pended b~lances remaining to the credit of the War Department. 
Mr. ALLISON. Twenty-seven million three hundred and ~ty- Mr. TILLMAN. What is-the amount? 

six thousand eight hundred and sixty-three dollars and su:ty- Mr. BURROWS. I will look and see. 
eight cents. 
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Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me? Senate Document 

No. 250 is a communication from the Secreta.ry of War relative to 
transport ships purchased and charter parties for the use of ves
sels; and Document No. 110--

Mt·. ALLISON. The whole document? 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The list of yessels. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should like to have it go into the 
RECORD, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If it is not very voluminous. 
I will not insist upon it. 

If Hls, 

The lists referred to are as follows: 

A.-Llst of 't:essels built or pw·cha.~ed by the Quartermaste1·'s Departnient since March IJ, 1897, exclu.~ive of those pui·chased for the Ai·my transpo1·t se1·vice for 
transpm·tation incident to the tear with Spain, showing their iiame, class, by whom built or from whom vm·chased, cost, mnount expended for their repair, 
a11d where each vessel is employed. 

Name. Class. 

I 

Built or pur
chased. By or from whom. 

General Hancock ..... Ferryboat----·-- Built _______ ...... Pusey & Jones---~-- •..... --------···· 

General Hunt. ....... Steam tug·-····- ..... do ............ R.M. Spedden & Co .................. . 
:Magic ......••......... Steamlaunch ......... do ____________ Fulton Engineering and Shipbuild-

ing Works. 
Capron _ ------ ---- ......... do------ ...... ____ .do------·--·-· Gas Engine and Power Co. and Chas. 

L. Seabury Co., Consolidated. 
Pleasonton ____________ .. .. . do------ ...... ·---.do---···------ ..... do-------·-·····-·------------······ 

~c,?~~:ae_~~~~:::: :::::~g :::::: :::::: :::: :~g :::::::::::: ::::=~~ :::::::::::::::::: :::::: :::: :::::: 
Do .... ---· ---- ......... do_----- ........... do ........ --·· ...•. do--····---·----------·-----------·· 

~~s;fha~~:.::::::: :::: ·ste-~~ -tug·::::::: .:.~~~~~~~-= :::::: -~·-~d~-~~~::::::: :::::: :::::: :::::::::: 
General Barry----·· · ..... do .....•........... do ____________ W.P.&F. V.Drake,NewYorkCity .. 
Lillie ...... ---------·· · Stea.mla.unch ......... dO---·--·--··· Sanders & Haynes, Seattle, Wash ... . 
Duche nay--------·· · ..... do ................. do------·-·-·· E. J. Rathbone, agent. _________ ---·---· 

TotaL ...•••.... 

Cost. 

$31,16.5.00 

26,687.00 
4,600.00 

3,225.50 

3,220.50 
3,225.50 
3,225.50 
3,275.00 
2,500.00 
9,cm.oo 

10,<XX:l.OO 
1,8.70.00 

10,500.00 

112,479.00 

Repairs, 
amount ex- Where employed. 

pended. 

$2,911.01 Go>ernors Island, New York 
Harbor. 

------ ·ioo.·25· Fort McHenry, Md. 
San Diego Barracks, Cal 

235.00 Fort Dupont, DeL 

375.87 Washington, D. C. 
220.{)') Fort Monroe, Va. 
85.00 Fort Barra.ncas, Fla.. 

--·-·--------· Fort Preble, Me. 
199.00 Fort Screven, Ga. 

1,525.00 Charleston, S. C. 
3,Mi.00 Fort Slocum, N. Y. 

8.50. 00 Alaska. 
-.......... ---- ---- Do. 

9,525.13 

The only vessel sold by the Quartermaster's Department was the steam tug Atlantic, purchased October 15, 1878. She wa.s condemned as old and wom
out and sold for 1,509 to McAllister Brothers, New York City, November ZJ, 1899. 

B.-List of vessels purchased. by the Quartermaster's Depm·tment for the Army transp01·t sei·vice dU1'ing and since the temiination of the u:m· u;ith Spain, showing 
the names of .the t•essels pm·chased, the new names given them, thefr class, from whom vm·chased,price paid for them, and cost of refitting and 1·epairing them. 

Old name. New name. Class. From whom purchased. 
Purchase Cost of 

price. refitting and 

Mississippi.. ..•••..... 
Rita ....... ------------Roumanian __________ _ 
Mohawk-------------· 
Arizona.------ ____ •... 
Panama.----~----- .... 
Clearwa.ter -------···· 
Be ie ..... --------···· 

Michigan--------·-··· 
Manitoba··-·--------· 
Port Victor.---------· 
Obdam. ----- ---- ------
Berlin.---- __ -------·-· 
Chest':lr. ·---·- ---- ... . 
Massacbnsetts ____ ... . 
Mobile····---·-----·-· 
Cassius ____ ·--·-----·-· 

Buford ..•........ Army transport. 
Burnside ... ·-·--· ·---.do . -----------
Crook •..... ------ ..... do··----·----
Grant------_ ..... ---- .do. -----------
Hancock·---- ____ ..... do------------
Hooker ------ .... ---·.do------·--·--

{F:a:i.r1;'y· :::::: :::: :::: :~g :::::: :::::: 

Bernard N. Baker.-----------------·--
Captured ------ _ -----·---·. --··- ---- ·---
Austin, Baldwin & Co ........... --·-·-
Bernard N. Baker---------- .. --··- ... . 
Northern Pa-0ific Railway Co ........ . 
Captured--------···- ...... --------···· 
Clearwater Steamship Co., of London 
Galveston Steam.ship and Lighter Co. 

Kilpatrick.--···· ..... do·----------- Bernard N. Baker.---·-·--····--·-·-· · 
Logan ...... --·-·- _____ do------··---- .... . do---··-····--------------~---------
McClellan ........ _____ do ___ ., _______ Irwin, McBride, Catherwood & Co .. . 
McPherson---··· _____ do--····--·-·· Samuel :J?. Coy]ren.dall ..... --···· ..... . 
Meade . ----·- ---- ----.do---·-------- International Navigation Co . ·--- ... . 

t~~~:::: :::: :::::g~ ~=:::: :::::: ·Be1~~a:·:~f Bak~r::::::::::::::::::::: 
Sherman . ........ _____ do------------ ..... do--·--- ...... ---···----------------
Sumner __________ ..... do·-·-·- .•.... United States Navy Department ___ _ 

Hartford .. ·-·-----·--- Terry------ .......•... do···-··------ HartfordandNewYorkTrn.nsporta-
tion Co. 

:Minnewaska ..•..••... 
Scandia-----·---------
Ba.y !:State------------· 
C~lumb~a ---------·--· 
MlS onr1. --------· .... 
John Englis .••........ Ed Ward _____________ _ 
Iron King ____________ _ 
Major McKinley .•.... 
Sarah···----··-----··· 

Thomas .... ----·· ..... do------------
Warren •.. ··--··· ••... do--------·--· 

:~;~~iIB·::::::: :::::g~ :::::::~:::: 
Missouri .... •.... Hospital ship .... 
Relief--·--·--···· ..... do--····--···· 
Baker .....••..... Lighter---·---··· 
Canby ..•... ----·· ..... do-····----··-

g~~~::::::::::: -~~~do-:::::::::::: 

Bernard N. Baker.· -· ····--·····------Hamburg-American Line. ___________ _ 
Henry L. Higginson, trustee ........ . 
North American Mail Steamship Co. 
Bernard N. Baker .................... . 
Marine Steamship Co ......•.......... 
Patrick Ward----··---------· ........ . 
Collier Bros. Co---- .................. . 
Frederick A. Verdon ............ -·-·-· 
Long Island Machine and Marine C. 

Co. 
Graselli ........•...... Poe ....... : ....... Lighter .... -----· Gustav A. Schwarz---------····--···· 

~rg~w~t's0:a:::::::::: ~;~~oid.8·:::::::: -~~~do::·.::::::::: ~:1D~tr!;~~~~1-~~:::::::::::::: 
Harry .....•. ----· .... Richardson ....•...... do--------··-· George H. Hill .•...•. --···· ...... ---··-
Gypsum King-----··· Slocum ·--------- ..... do ____________ J.B. King Transportation Co .. ______ _ 
Olympia-------------· Weitzel-----·---· .. ~ .. do------·-···- Frederick A. Verdon.-----------·-···-
Adonis--- ----·---·____ Williams.-------- Lighter ------·--- James Cla.rk Co .... ---------- .... _ .... . 
Sternberg---~---···· Baltimore------· Launch·--------· Chu Sit Hing Sternberg Too ........ . 
Ysidora. ____ •••..• .... Boston.--·--· ......... do------------ Too Coo ...... ------------···--···--···· 

~:e~1I~~:::::::::::: g~~;:bus:::::::: :::::~g :::::: :::::: ~~W~~:~~~~::::::·.:::::::::::::: 
~~o~~~ak:::::::: :::: ~~18: -~~~-::::: -~i-~~~:.:::::::::: ·.A: J.R'eiiiii&::::::::::: :::::::::::::::: 
Amanda----------···· St.Louis ......... Launch---------- Leuni:?You ------·--·-·--·-······--···· 
Seattle __ ----- .. ___ .... Seattle ____ --··-· _____ do------·----- Chas.$. Robinson ____ ---·--.·--·-------

i~~ii~~~~;:::::: ~~~~lf:~rr:::: ~~~~~~~:::::::::: -::!~:~~:e~:::::~:~-=::::::::::::: 
Do ··-----·---· ---- . M. D. No.3 ......... do---·-··----- ..... do·-----------·----------·-··-------

Retriever ----·------· .M.D.No.4 ··-- ...•. do ____________ J. W.Brown .------·--·------···-------
2woo:ien Jighters ---- 2woodenlighters ..... do---------·-- J. Blackhead & Co ••••••• -------·-· ___ _ 

$350.<XX:l.OO 
125,000.00 
24-0,<XX:l. 00 
660,<XX:l.OO 
600,<XX:l.OO 
4l,OOO.OO 

150,<XX:l.OO 
12,206.00 

350,000.00 
660,<XX:l. 00 
175,000.00 
250,000.00 
400,<XX:l.OO 
200,<XX:l.OO 
660,000.00 
000,<XX:l.OO 
160,594.00 

150,000.00 

660,<XX:l.OO 
200,000.00 
100,<XX:l.OO 
147,200.00 
200,000.00 
450, 000. 00 
25,000.00 
36,000.00 
13,000.00 
6,300.00 

39,500.00 
40,000.00 
H,000.00 
6,COl.00 

150, (XX). uo 
12,000.00 
26,000.00 
7,82LOO 
7,933.20 
7,821.00 
6, 936.00 
12.~.oo 
12,r: .90 
7,821.00 
4,553.00 
8,295.00 
4,704.00 
8,413.50 
8,413.50 
4,70!.00 
3,318.00 

Total expenditures reported by chief quartermaster: 
Habana, Cuba __ ..... -- --- - ..... - --·--. -.... -- -- -..... - -- --- .... ---- ------ ---··- ------. - ---· ---- - -. --- --- -·- ---- --·. 
San Juan, Porto Rico __ .... - _ ...• _ ~-- ---- ---- .•..•• ---- -------- ____ ---· ----·--· ------ -------- _ ----- ---- ---- _ --··· 
Ma'Cila, Philippine Islands ---· _ •..•• -·-· ---- ------·· ---·. __ ... ____ .•.• ------··--·- -·-- __________ ---· __ .... _____ ... 

repairs. 

$1>7,82L50 
130,400.30 
105, 7-ZS. 75 
328,458.69 
543,516.28 
176,4ZJ.OO 

99,852.31 
8,200.00 

115,164.88 
483,839.33 
98,.().16.09 

116, 291). 7U 
374,009.52 
265, 3:.J9. 48 
339,169.38 
526,96!.68 
250,000.00 

48,827.48 

iru,365.H 
133, 281. ()-! 

- 61, 63-Z. 15 

--· 200: 612: 95. 
265,591.53 

1,813.37 
1,841.51 
3,357.63 

1,500.00 
3,434. 71 
4,381.10 
3, 156.« 
l,3ll.63 
2,482.44 
2,500.00 

~,995.18 
8,239.66 

26,285.45 

'!'otal ------------- ---- --~ --·- -···-· ~---·---·------ ---- --·-- ----- _ ----· ·-··-- ----·-. ___ -----· ...... 8, 074,455. 20 5, 189, 093, 30 

Remarks. 

Acquired under terms of char
ter. 

Purchase J?rice paid from a11-
propriation for national de
fense. 

Purchased Mar. 10, 1900. 

Purchased in Manii~ 
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C.-List of vessels charte1·ed for the Army transport service during and since the termination of the war with Spain, showing the names of vessels, their class 
from tchom chartered, date of charte1-, appraised value of each vessel as stated in the charter party, amount paid for sen·ices, and total cost of fitt ing th~ 
vessels for lhe service to December Sl, 1B99. 

ATLANTIC FLEET. 

Name of vessel. Class. From whom chartered. Date of 
charter. 

Valuation 
a'> stated in 

charter 
party. 

Amount 
paid for 
services. 

Amount 
paid to re

store to con
dition on 

discharge. 

Olivette . ·----------------- Steamship _______ ---- Plant Investment Co ......• ---------------------------- Apr. 3, 1898 S3UQ,000. 00 $1)5, 500. ()() ____ ---· ---··· 
Alfred W. Booth .......... Tug-----------------· Michael Moran-----------------------------------·----- Apr. 15,1898 3,282.50 --- -- - --------
Adria _____ ---------·----·· Steamship . . ......... Western Union Telegraph Co ..... -----------·--.----- Apr. 21,1898 ----fo,"cxxioo- 23,200.00 ___ _ --- -----·-
Comal ---- -· -------------- ..... do------------ .... New York and Texas Steamship Co---------·----·--- Apr. 29, 1 98 } 400 000 00 { 10!,425.00 } 

~=~ ~1~~~~~~~~:_e_~~::::: :::::a~:::::::::::::::: :::::~~: :::::::::: :::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~g;: ~g~~ 400:000:00 gJ:8!JJ:~ 
Allegheny----·----·------ .... . do ...... ---······- Merchants and Miners' Transportation Co ....... ---- ..... do.------ 350,000.00 rn,300.00 
Berkshire --··-· --·------- ----.do. -- .. . --···· ---· ..... do.-----··-- ... -----------· .. ---·----·--------------- ..... do.---·-- 350,000.00 76,300. 00 
D. H. Miller.----------·--- ---· .do·-------·------· ..... do_----·-·---·---·- ...... --- ----··- ...... ------------ ----.do------- 350,CXJO. 00 '71,3.50.00 

~i71iSi~~;rn: ::=-~IF~+~~+ :~~~~~~i~~:m~~:::::::: __ :~;~-~j~rn~rn--:~ ·ifiii} m:m ! { i:i:i } 
SanMarco3 .•.................. dO---------------· NewYorkandTexasSteamshipCo ............•..... May 10,1808 300,000.00 C.0,500.00 
Concho ______ -------------- _____ do---------------- ----.do----·· ...... --··---- ··-·.----·-·---· ----··- ----- ....... . do....... 450,000. 00 7~,800. 00 
Rio Grande.---- -------- -- .... . do---------------- ..... do------- ...... --···---------· - ------ ---·------·- ---- ..... do_-·---- 250,000.00 54,00J.OO 

·110.00 
5,500.00 
3,25().00 
3,400.00 
2, 9'.ll. 50 

G00.00 
500.00 

12,500. 00 
4, 319.00 
5,000.00 
6,500.00 
5,000.00 

Leona ............ --------- .... . do----------·----- .... . do.---------------------- - --·-· ---- ------------ · ----· ..... do.~----- 450, 000.00 55,500.00 
Vigilancia ---·-----·----- - ..... do ________________ New York and Cuba Mail Steamship Co .......... --- - .... . do....... 500,000.0G 'i8,600.00 ·- -· ··3;800:.00 
~~r;;![b.~~~:::::::::: :::::: :::Jg:::::::::::::::: :::::~~ ::::::::~:::::::::·_:::: ::::::::::::::::::::::·.::::: ::::-~~: :::::: ~:~:~ ~: ~:~ ~:~fig:~ 
Yucatan- -'---------·------ .... . do.---·---------- - ..... do.·--------···-·-·-·-··-----·------------ ---- ------- ----.do_.----- 400,<XlO. 00 71,500.00 5,519. 00 
i::eneca ---- ·--------- ------ ..... do----------·----- ..... do-- ·-···- ----------·- ·------- -- - ------ ------ ---- ---- ..... do·------ 400,000. 00 63. 900.00 G,015. 41 

~~t~·~t·;;;:; :>!I ;;;;~;-_;;-.H '.~~;#;~~;;;:=;;_;\;'-!'.'.HD;_;::;;;;;;; :~~!~::;: Hi li\i 1:1:1 
Breakwater ·-··-·-------- ..... do---------------- New Orleans and Belize Royal Mail Stea.mship Co ... ____ . do ._____ _ 175,000.00 41,140.00 ------ --- -----

=i:E:-stEi;;ens·::::::::: -Eicli~ilei.-::::::::::: : ~~S.\~a~::?ui~-~-0.: :::: :::::: :::::: ~::::::::::::::::: -~~-~~~·-~-~- 2~;~:~ ~:m:~ .. - ---~~·-~~~ 
Barge S. 0. No. 77, N. Y .. ----· --·-- .....• ---- ·--- Standard Oil Company .....• ---·---------------- .. ---- May H, 1893 25,000.0U 8,500.00 --- · --·-·· ..•• 
Maverick----·.---··------ ------ ------ ----·- -· ---- ..... do------.----------------- ..... ---·-- ...... ---------· May 16, 1898 2:?/'i, 000. 00 5'l,500.00 ______ --------
Stillwater ---·-· --·-----·- Steamship----------- New Orleamrnnd Belize Royal Mail Steamship Co ........ do....... 125,000.0U 55,250.00 ______ --------
Laura. ___________ ___ ______ Lighter-----· .. . _____ Galveston Steamship and Lighterage Co .. ..... ------ May 24, 1898 10,000.00 6, 750. 00 3, 700.00 
Manteo ------- •........... Steamship----------- New York and Cuba Mail Steamship Co ...... -------- May 28,1898 75,000.00 57,000.00 1,212.60 
Captain Sam ______________ Tug---- :- ----- --- .... W. Chase Spotswood _____ _______ ...... ...... ------------ May 31, 1898 25,000.00 2,g'}...0.00 .•.... --···---
Cumberland . . ----·-·-·--- Steamship----·· -·--- Cumberland Steamship Co ........ ·-----·-·-------- ·- - June l,1898 20,GOO.OO 10,200.00 ··-·-- --·---·-

~~~':i~h'e· :::::::::::::::: :::::~g :::::::::::::::: w~~ ~ .. g~d~14kco:::: :::::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::: -~~do~·-~~~- ~:~:~ ~:m:~ ---·-·3;593:00 
~1~k~~~0cir0i-·::::::::::: :::: :~g·:::::::::::::::: ~tme~~JsiealliBhii»c<>·::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::~g ::::::: ~:~:~· ~:~:~ 1·~:~ 
L ouisiana .... . ··-·-------- ..... do .... _ _. ____ ·----· ·---.do.---··· - --·-· ---- -------· ·--- ---- ....................... do_----·· 675,000. 00 3.'J,000.00 248.25 
Hudson-------·--·---··--· .... Jlo ------ ---- --·--· ..... do-----·.·---------·· ...... -----.---- ...... --·--·---- .... . do.------ 300,000.00 35,600.00 · ---·· · ----·---

~~t~~on;~\jjj;> ----~~~~//~>-: -~f~f~~~1~rnuuu<~:~u-u: :i~11~~~: m:m:~ u:m:~ i~l!i 
La.mpa~as---·-·--···------ _____ do ___ __________________ do -------·--- -- ------ ·-----------·----- ·· ---- ---·----- .... . do ·- -··- 400,000.00 39,6/lO.OO D,440.55 
Arkadie. ......••..... -·---- ..... do _______________ _ New York and Puerto Rico Steamship Co ............ June 15, 1898 150,000.00 19, 750.00 1,002.00 

~~~~~~::::·:.:::::: :::::~ -~~~do:::::::::::::::: -~·-~·-~-~~~~~~:.-.-.-.-_-_-_·:~::::.-::::::.-:: :.-_-_·:::::: :::: :::: -~~~:i~·-~~~- . g:~:~ 1'6i18:~ ------ ··-··---
wanderer---------------- Steamship-·--------· New Orleans and Belize Royal Mail Steamship Co ... July 5,1898 35,000.00 H, 740.00 --··-· ··200:00 
La Grande Duchesse .......... do---- ...... ·----- Plant Investment Co. ·----------- ... ------··----------- _____ do------- 1,000,000.00 70,800.00 10,950.65 
Underwriter-----·---·--- Tug------------------ Louisiana Branch Pilots' Association --- -··-----·--·-· July , 1898 43,000. 00 13, 760. 00 --·--- ---- ···-
Tarp~m -·-· ·-- ---· ---· ---- Steamship.-----· ·--- Plant Investment C~- ·--------- -- ------ ---· -- ---------.- July 10, 1898 150,000.00 21,000.00 1, 577.20 
Gla~fen _________________ Tug ---- -- -· ---·------ Wm. E. Meyer------------_ , ______ · --- .-----·- ------ .... July 11, 1898 } 30,ooo.oo 5 6 .. 0 00 GladIBfen (rechartered) ...... do---------------- .... . do ------- ---- --·-·- ---- --·--· --·--- ---- ------- _ ------ Nov. 13, 1898 ' 1 

• --····-----·-· 
Uto ---··----------·- -----· ..... do .........•...... H.P.Kirkham _______ : ·--·--------------------·--------- July 20,1898 250,000.00 9,240.00 500.00 
James A. I..ia;vrence ........... do--------·--·---- Alfred Dutch ..... ------ -- -··----·.--------------------- Aag. 10, 1898 40,000.00 4,500. 00 .. ______ •• 

i:!~i:nJuiv.-0r: :::::::::::: :·:::::::: :::::::::::::: jg~~ ~r~~~Ts-::::::::::::::::::·:::::::: :::::·_:::: :::::~ -~~~~ci~~,-~~~- :::::::::::~:: ~:~:~ ~~--. -~·-~~~ 
Columbia. ... -------·- ____ ..... . ... . ---------·---- James P. McAllister----------------------------- ------1 Aug. 15, 18!J - 18, 000. 00 3;015.00 ____ ---··· ·---

i~~~:;:::~~:::~~~~ :~~~f:;=~:~;~~;~: ~~::~~~~~:~~:~:;~~:::::~:=;::~ ~::~ ::;:::::: ~~;E:;: :::;::~_; \:g i :::~:::~:: :::: 
Chester A. Arthur-·----· .... . do ......... . ----·- Starin Transportation Co ....... ----------- ... ·- -- - _________ - ----- ___ _ ---------- --- · 2, 120. 00 ____ ----·· •••• 

ii~~tfrviiiS::::::::::::: :::: :~g :::::: :::::.-:::: -M:01~~ -,r«iwiiig.co:::::::::: ~ :: ::::: · ::::: :::: :::::::::: :::: ::::::: ::: ~ ::~: :::::: :::: ____ .~·-~--~- -.::: :::::: :::: 
Sunset_--·-- ____ ·-------- · ____ .do-·---- ...... ---- P. McGuire--··--·-----------------. ------ ------ __ _ .... ____ : ·----- __ __ ---· . ; ...• ____ ·-----·--· ____ .... ·--··--·--
TransfAr ____ ·--- ------ -·-- ____ .do __ .... ·--- ------ .•... do.---·-- ...... .. ----·----- .. ----.-----. ___ .. ________ .. : . . .....• _________ ----- _________ ---·· ____ ___ __ -·--- ___ _ 

W0:iri~:~~::_~~-t_ :::: :.-:: ::::::: ::: :::::::::: :::: :::: :::::: :::::: ::::::::::::::.-:~::::: ::::: :::::::.-:::: :::: :::::: ::::: :::: :::: ~ :.:.::: :::: 2
; ~: ~ ::: .~ ~ ::::: :::: 

Baxter--··--·------··· --- . . ----- ............ --·-·- ------ . -- ..... --- - . --·- ---- ---- ----.... -. . .... -·--- --·-·- .... ---- _ ....... --- --- ..... __ ____ 30. 00 ___________ .•• 

Tota.I. - -·-- ---- . -·--- ---- -....• ·-··-····· .... ------ ----- .... -.. -•..... ---· ---- ..... - ·-- - -- -· ---- ---- -- .. -. : ... -···· .... ---- -- ...... -- 2, 882, 284. 03 

PACIFIC _FLEE1'. 

City of Sydney ........... Stea~ship --·----·--- Pacific Mail Steamship Co.------------··-·-·---- ...... l\Iay 10, 1898 } $475, 000_00 City of Sydney (rechar- ...•. do .....• ----·--·-- ..... do _______ ·----------------·--·-··--------·---·---. .. . ~ug. 8, 1 !J<J 
tered). 

Australia.--------- -°· ------ ... :.do--·---------·--- Oceanic Steamship Co----- ____ -----------------------· May 10, 18.98 300,000. 00 
Colon ---·--- --· --- ·------- .... . do---------- -·-- -- Pacific Mail Steamship Co.------·-----····--·-----. ___ May 27, 1898 350,000.00 
China------··-··--·-- -·--- ..... do------------·--- ---·.do . .. ~ -_ - --- - ---- - ---·------------------·---·---- ......... do . ...... 900,000.00 

~~!I~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~·~~~~ :::JL:::::::::::::: :~~~!~~~~~~~~~~~~:~~=~~~~::::~~::::::::~:::::::~~:::: -¥~~i~;~-} 2w,ooo. oo 
Ohio ....... ---------------- ... .. do------ --------- Empire Transportation Co-------- ... : ... : .. . ..... - ~ -- May 27, 1898 
Morgan City ...... ·------· .... . do-·-------------- Johnson-Locke Mercantile Co ....... --------------·--- June 7,1898 } 
Morgan City (rechar- ..... do . ... -·-·-------- Barnesou & Chilcott __________________ ___________ ---·-- Jan. 5,1899 

tered). 
Indiana-·----·-------- __ _._ ..... do ...... ---------- Empire TranOcortation Co·-----·----·----------...... June 8,1898 

~:~:~~~ ci-eciiai-iei=e<i)"::: ~:::~~g :::=:::::: :::::: -~~~a~c-~~~~--~-::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::: -Aug~kisw·} 

450,000.00 
275,000.00 

450,000.00 
400,000.00 

{ 

$2'26, GOO. 00 

72,666.67 
77,250.00 

177,000.00 

313,266.66 

476;338.83 
98,3-W.OO 

143,400.00 

«lD,166. 66 
534,875.00 

17'5,580.27 

$9,610.00 

4,000.00 
3, 156.97 
8,836.61 

8,500.00 
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C.-List of vessels chai·tered for the .Anny transport service during and since the termination of the war with Spain, showing the names of tJessels,. theii: class, 

from_ whom char~ered, date of charter, appmised value of each v~sel as stated in the charter party, amount paid for services, etc.-Continned. 

PACIFIC FLE~T-<:ontinued. 

Name of vessel Class. From whom chartered. Date of 
charter. 

Valuation 
as stated in 

charter 
party. 

City of Para __________ ---- Steamship----------- Pacific Mail Steamship Co----------------·------------

~~~~fa~~~~~~~~~~~~~-~~ :::: :~g: ::::: :::::::::: -i>aci~c-ste"Mil-wh"aung.· c<>: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: :::: 
Junell,1893 } {;!~ 000 CO 
July 6, 1899 9'JVVJ • 

Valif0c!~- ~=~~~~::t~~~~!.:: :::::~~ :::::: :::::: :::: :::::gg :::::: :: :::::: :::: ::::::::::::: :::: :::::::: :::: :::: 
~i;~~r~ileliia·::::::::::: :::::g~ :::::::::::::::: ~:~~~ ~~n~~~~:-~~::::::::::~:::::::::::::::::: 

Feb. 21, 1899 200, 000. 00 
Junel9,1898 } 

Jane 17, 1899 
June 20, 1898 500, 000. 00 
June 23, 1898 } City of Puebla (rechar- ..... do .•.•.•••.•.•. ... _____ do _______ __________________________________________ __ Aug. 18, 1899 450, OOO. OO 

tered). 
Peru ------ ------ ____ ·--·-· ..... do •••..• ---------· Pacific Mail Steamship Co--------·--··------------···· June 25, 1898 750, 000. 00 
City of Rio de Janeiro ____ ..... do---------------- _____ do------ __ -- ----_------------------ ------------------
City of Rio de Janeiro ----.do-----·---------- _____ do------ -- ----------· ------------ ··-···---------- .... 

July 7, 1898 } 
Sept. 12, lBro 750, OOO. OO 

(rechartered). 
Pennsylvania.------ __ .•.• _____ do ...... ------·-·- Empire Transportation Co-------- .... -----·-· --·· ... . 
Tacoma.·--·---------- .... Sailing ship •.•.•• ___ . Alaska Packers' Association _______ -----------·--------
St. Paul.------------ •••.•• Steamship . •......... Alaska Commercial Co .. ·-····-·--···--···------------· 
St. Paul (rechartered) . .. ..... do----·---·-·· - ... _____ do.------ -..... ------ - ·-·-- ---· -----------. ---· --···· 

Do ..... ___ . __ . -··- ---· .. __ .do---------------- ___ .. do_ .... --- ... ----·- --·-·· --···· ---· ---- - ----- --·- -·-· 
Centennial_ _____ ------ ____ ..... do---------·...... Charles Nelson.·----------------------·--·--------·----

g~~~~~~~h~~~~~-~~~~~·~-~~ :::::~~ :::::: :::::::::: -Em~h-0· rfr&ii;ilor.tation-co:: :::::: :::::::::::·. :::: :::: 
Roanoke---·-·---·-- ........... do ________________ North American Transportation and Trading Co ___ _ 
Portland-------=---------· _____ do ...... ---------· Alaska Commercial Co.-------------·----·--·-- ----·---
Cleveland_. ______ - --·--·-·- __ ... do_--·-·.·-·------ Charles Nelson. - -- ---- ---- ---- -------- --·-. ------- _ ---
Cha1'les Nelson ..•... _____ -·--.do ...... ------·--- ----.do __ -------·-·---·-----------------------------------
Charles Nelson (rechar- _____ do·-------·-·----· _____ do .. ···-------·---------------·-·-----------------·--

July 7, 1898 
July 11, k'98 
,July l!J, 1!:!98 } 
Nov. 7,1898 
Aug. 3,1399 
Jan. 27,ltl99 } 
July 1, I.4119 
Feb. H ,lfl\19 
Feb. 20, 1899 
Feb. 21, 1899 
Mar. 13.1899 
1\far. 25; 1899 } 
Sept. 23, 1899 

tered). 

~~:~~~::::::::::::::::: :====~~ ====== :::::::::: -~~~ii~=~~~~~~~~~i=~ =~=::============~::::::::::: t£f: ~t im 
(Jaronne ----·-------·----· .•••. do ................ Frank Waterhouse. _·-------· ...... -------------- ...... July 21,1899 
Athenian--·-·----------·- _____ do ...... ··--·----· Canadian Pacific Railway Co .............. ·-----·----- July 22, 1889 
Port Albert. __________________ _ do--·------------- Frank Waterhouse·-.----------------------------------- July 27,1899 
Siam--·--- ---·-···--··--·-1---:.do •...•• ." ......... Macondray & Co ______ -----~_ ...... -- ··--·-------------- Aug. 1, 1899 
Victoria ___________________ ...• . do ................ North American Mail Steamsnip Co. ··--------·---·-- Aug. 3,1899 

~~~~i~::::::::::::::::: :::::a~:::::::::::::::: Ji~~~~~;~M·~~~~i~~::::::::::~:::::::::::::::::: _~~~~:-~~-
Belgian King __________________ do ___ _ ........ --·- M. J. Brandenstein &·Co ___________ ·--·-------- ...• ____ Sept. l, 1899 
Ta.coma·-·-·---·--·--·-···- ___ __ do·-·------------- North American Mail Steamship Co .. ---·---·-------- Sept. 4, 1899 
George W. Elder ______________ do- ---------·--- ·- Oreaon Railroad and Navigation Co~---------------·· ____ do----·---

~~~i~~~se·::::::::::::::: :::::~g :::: :::::::::::: t~~rf.J~Ii:~t ~:::.·: ~::::~ :::::::::::::::::~:::::::::::: t~t ~; ~~~ 
Lennox--·---- .... ·------- _____ do--·-··------·--- Northern Pacific Steamship Co------------·---·------ Sept. 29, 1899 
Victoria------------------ _____ do----------·----- J. J . Moore & Co ______ ------···-··--------------------·· Oct. 5,189J 
Olympia ...... ·--------·-- ...•. do---·-·---------- North American Mail Steamship Co __________ ··----·- Oct. 9,1899 
City of ~eking.--·-·_-·--- ... _.do-------·--...... Pacific Mail Steamship Co ............. _----- ____ ------ Oct. 13, 1899 

:,~=~s~~~-:::::-.:~::::: :::::~g :::: :::: :::: :::: ~:~~~J°i:a~a&tco·::::~~::: :::: :::::::::::: :::: :::::::::: -~-~~o ~~~~~~~-
Port Stephens ____________ . ____ do-·-·-- ...... ____ Frank Waterhouse ...... --------··-------------------·- Oct. 21, 1899 
Pa.than ______ -------------- ..... do--------·----·-· Macondray & Co - -------- ·----------- ------ --·· ·---- ... Oct. 23, 1899 
Duke of Fife. _____ ·--- ____ ---·.do_-----·--- ...... John Rosenfeld's Sons ___________________ ·----------·-· Nov. 1,1899 
Flintshire -------·-------- _____ do ................ George W. McNear ·----------·---- ··--·-·----·---·-·--· Nov. 3,1899 
Dalny Vostock ----------- _____ do--·---·--------- John Rosenfeld's Sons _______ ·---·---·-·--------------- Nov. 6, 18119 
Fearless __ ..... _ .... --·--· Tug-----·-- ..•• ---·-- Spreckels Tug Boat Company.---- __ . _____ ·-·-_______ _ July 4, 1899 

450,000.00 
75,000.00 

375,000.00 

100, 000. 00 
275,000.00 
250, 000. 00 
150, 000. 00 
£0,000.00 
85,000.00 

200, o.x>. 00 
250,000.00 
450,000.00 
175, 000. 00 
375,000.00 
250.000.00 
350, 000. 00 
250,000.00 
200,000.00 
225,000.00 
250,000.(,() 
400, 000. 00 
250, 000. 00 
250,000.00 
300,000.00 
140, 000. 00 
300,000.00 
175,000.00 
200,000.00 
650, 000. 00 
300,000.00 
500, 000. 00 
250, 000. 00 
200, 000. 00 
400,000.00 
350,CW.OO 
225,000.00 

Amount 
paid for 
services. 

$297' 600. 00 

256, 250. 00 

470, 000. 00 
394,800.00 

122, 000. 00 
197,250.00 

440,833.33 
98,650.00 

36Z,400.00 

93,225.00 
202,800.00 
40,500.00 
25,800.00 
19,800.00 
49,500.00 

1!2,800.00 
130,650.00 
230,650.00 
114,625.00 
129,800.00 
94,500.00 
91,800.00 

120,400.00 
!J6, 750.00 

100,800.00 
'i0,200.00 
59,500.00 
57,200.00 
31,900.00 
68,800.00 
48,000.00 
65,800.00 
,44, mi. 00 
67,200.00 
80,000.00 
50,050.00 
53,900.00 
53, 'i81.25 
49, 000. co 
54,900.00 
41,300.00 
33,600.00 
2,616.67 

Total. ... ------·----- ·----- ------------ ...... --·--------- ----·- -------·--···- --·--- -- -------- ·-·-·---··- ...... ----·-·-· ---- ------···- 7, 749,235.07 

SUMMARY. 

Atlantic fleet, as per above statement ---·- ·--- ----- -~----- --··-- ------ -----· ...... ---·-·. -.... ---- -----· --·--· •..... ------ ··--·-·- ----·- 2,882,284. 03 
Expenditures reported for fitting up chartered vessels for transportation of troops not included in above statement: 

l~f ~~;tt~~;~~~}.~~~ i;~~~: ~ ~~~~~ ~~:: ~=~~; ;;:~;:~: ~:;:~;; ;:;;~: :; ;;::; ::;:: ::;:~~;~~;;~~~ ~::: :~:; :~ :~::; ~: ~~:: ~~ ~· i 
~:~1~~i~~~s.16~~ ==~:=~=====: :::::: :::::: :::: :::: :::: :::::: :::: :::::::: :::::::::::::: :::::: :::: ::::::~::::::::::: :::: :::: 1·m: &3 -----· -·-·---
Fort Monroe, Va..----·._---·-·-----· .•. ---- ------ ---- ---- ---- -·------ --·--- ---- ·--- ---- ____ ----·---- .... ·--- __ _._. ·-·-- ____ 65. 22 
Habana. Santiago, Mauzanillo, and Cienfuegos.---~-------·---------- - .•..• -------- ------ _ ----- ··------ ________ ·--- --·· 4, 028. 20 

P·~ir~~:IJI~lT~1~=i:i~ii iij ~jjjij jj~:f jj:== :~~~j~~i ~;i:i~jjjj:iimi~i:~:~~ ~~=~ii j~iiii~ \i :1:~ \i :=:~: ~i:i -;.-~~ m: ~-f: ~~: :: ~-
Grand total-·-·-·--·-------------·-··-- ••.... -----------·------------·----·-- ---- ----.--·:-- .... --------- ~ ------ ---·--·· . ... -- ~ --- ____ 10,631,519.10 

Amount 
paid to re

store to con
dition on 

discharge. 

$5,096.30 

3,640.27 

5,808.85 
11,500.00 

5,465.aB 
11,017.92 

··-·--·-----·-
......... ·--- .............. 

7,500.00 

............................. 
900.00 

1, 958.50 

3,500.00 

4,82:'i.OO 
3,473.50 
6,300.00 

107,608.66 

li5,580.27 

220,086. 71 

-· 107, 608. 66 

1, 391, 066. 54 

1,E94,342.18 

Mr. BURROWS. In answer to the Senator from South Caro
lina, I will state that I find this statement in the document: 
Consolidated statement shou:ing theriet allotments to, the net expenditures from, 

and the wte:i:pended balances in the T1·easury to the credit of so much of the 
$50 ooo.c<n, app1·opriated under the act of Marca 9, 1898, as was assigned to the 
War Departnient ttnder the title "National defense (war) ." 

Balance re
N et expendi· maining in 

has become of the ships that were bought, and whether the same 
board of survey which the Senator from Massachusetts mentioned 
as having fixed their value when they were bought had the same 
view of their value when they were sold. I want to see the differ
ence between the purchase price and the upset price of selling, 
and I want to locate the point of view, so to speak, of the board 
as to why or how the price differed so. I hope the Senator--

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment more? I suggest that he insert the numbers of the 
documents. 

Net amount ture made Treasury sub-
allotted by the through the ject to requisi

Presiden t. War Depart- tion t-0meet 
ment. uncompleted 

._contracts. 

TotaL •• ------ ----~ .............. $18, 969,627.68 $16,525,56!. 92 $2, 444, 062. 70 

That is from Document 145. 
Mr. TILL)IAN. I suggest to the Senator from Arkansas, if he 

proposes to introduce any resolution of inquiry, that he ask what 

XXXIII-393 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Let the numbers go in the RECORD. 
Mr . . ALLISON. The document suggested by the Senator from 

Massachusetts is Senate Document No. 145, Fifty-sixth Congress, 
first session, being a letter from the Sec1~etary of War in respousa 
to the resolution of the Senate of JanuaTy 8, 1900. 

Document No. 110 is a letter from the Secretary of the Navy, 
transmitting, in response to a resolution of the Senate of Januarv 
8, 1900, a statement from the Paymaster-General of the Navy, 

, 
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showing the allotments to the Navy Departm~nt from the $50,000,-
000 appropriated by Congress. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This Congress or the last? 
Mr. ALLISON. ~his Congress. 
Mr. HALE. This session. 
Mr. ALLISON. Fifty-sixth Congre~s, first session, and all mac1e 

in response to resolutions. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator from Arkansas, when he 

prints his speech, if he does not want to put all these in the body 
of it, will print them as appendixes to it, and then the people who 
read his speech can study those statements. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I will agree that the Senator from 
New Hampshire shall print them as appendixes to his speech. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the request of the 
Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. He simply wanted the numbers of 
Niese documents to go into the RECORD, so that they may be easy 
of reference. He has given the numbers to the Reporter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered. . 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Senator allow me to call his atten
tion to other documents which may throw some light on thjs and 
may nanow the illvestigation? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Certainlv. 
Mr. BURROWS. I hold in my hand Senate Documents Nos. 67 

and 81. No. 67 is a report from the Attorney-General. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This Congress? 
l\1r. BURROWS. This Congress; and No. 81 is a report of the 

Secretary of Agriculture, in which they report to Congress that 
no portion of the $50,000,000 was assigned to either of their De
partments, and therefore nothing has been expended by them. 

Mr. JONES of ·Arkansas. Yes; that is valuable information. 
I am glad to get that. 

Mr. President, I simply intended to illustrate the reason wby I 
thought there should be an accounting required of these sums of 
money by my reference to the $50,000,000 and the complaints that 
are being made about its expenditure. I did not intend to make 
any charge. I know no facts upon which a charge can be made, 
except I do know that there are charges that outrageous prices 
were paid for these vessels, and I think the facts ought to be pub
lished as to the amounts paid. It seems that these reports, ac
cording to the statements of the gentlemen, show it. I had asked 
a number of Senators, the Senator from Iowa among others, as I 
just now stated, whether there had been any reports of this kind 
made, and was told by a number that they knew nothing of any 
such statements, and I knew of none; but I am glad to hear that 
there are such statements. 

I was discussing this report of the Director of the Paris Expo
sition and the amounts of money paid to different individuals 
under his direction. It is unnecessary to go over the entire de-
tails. The total amount of expenditures reported and accounted 
for up to January 1 is less than $400,000. I think there ought to 
be a more complete report of those expenditures, and I do believe 
that while the law of 1898 requiring these expenditures, if carried 
out and enforced, will cover the purpose, I doubt whether it is 
sufficient. It has not been observed up to this time, and I am 
afraid it will not be in the future. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GA.LLINGER]. · 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I make the point of order against the 
amendment that it proposes general legislation, creates new 
offices, and defines the duties of the occupants thereof. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On that point I desire to call the attention 
of the Chair to section 2 of Rule XVI. with which the Chair is 
doubtless familiar: 

All amendments to general appropriation bills moved by direction of a. 
standing or select committee of the Senate, proposing to increase an appro
priation already contained in the bill, or to a.dd new items of appropriation, 
shall at least one day before they are considered, be referred to the Com
mittee on Approi>ria.tions. 

Technically a point of order would lie against this amendment 
on the ground that it was referred to-day to the Committ.ee on 
Appropriations instead of yesterday, but I apprehend that will not 
be seriously contemplated in ruling on this question. 

This is a. new approp:riation of 75, 000 for the payment of cer
tain salaries, and I think under that provision of Rule XVI the 
Chair could properly decide that it is in order. 

:Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose the objection which the Senator 
from South Dakota makes to the amendment is that it is obnox
ious to the third section of .Rule XVI, which provides that no 
amendment ·which proposes general legislation shall be received 
to any general appropriation bill. · 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes. 
Mr. ALDRICH. All of the provisions in regard to the repooo 

of a committee and estimates do not apply to that paragraph. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I was quite aware of that fact, and would 

not contest that position, of course. If it is decided that it is 

' 

general legislation, I think it might well be decided that it is a 
new appropriation, and having been reported from a committee 
and i·eferred to the Committee on Appropriations it can properly 
be admitted. 
Mr~ HALE. Mr. President, I think the statement which the 

Chair made this morning of the effect of this rule was as com
pletely clear and explicit as could be made. The question is, What 
is general legislation? I have always contended that general leg
islation does not simply mean legislation applicable to all the 
country and to all subjects, but that gen~ral legislation is any
thing that is not special and private legislation. The appropria
tion of money with a limitation upon it is not general legislation. 
That is special legislation applicable to the appropriation. Leg
islation which applies to a claim is not general legislation. That 
is private legislation. 

Now, the question is, when you come to great subjects that are 
confined to one particular purpose, Are those not general legisla
tion? Suppose an amendment is proposed upon this bill to organ
ize a new Territory. It applies to nothing but the Territory. It 
is not generally applicable to all the people. It is a single sub
ject, and yet who would maintain that it is not general legislation? 
Almost as good a distinction as I could draw would be the body 
of laws that are issued at the end of every session. The private 
laws are in one part of the volume-those that are special and 
private. All the others are in the general legislation-for and 
selected as general legislation. . 

Therefore, I have always contended that although a. subject
matter may be-distinct and clear and applicable to but one tking, 
yet as it is public legislation it is general legislation. I hope that 
the ruling of the Chair will be in that direction; otherwise it will 
be claimed that the proposition for an exposition in a given town 
is not general legislation, but is private or special legislation, and 
that a proposition for the organization of a Territory or the crea
tion of a new department is not general legislation; and I should 
sayveryclearlythatthatwouldnotholdgoodasparliamentarylaw. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 

yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine if 

he has al ways held to the distinction between private or special . 
legislation and general legislation which he now announces( 

Mr. HALE. Yes; so far as I remember in any remarks I have 
ever submitted to the Senate; and I have sometimes talked upon 
this question until I thought the Senate was almost as tired of it 
as I am. 

Mr. ALLEN. In justification of myself I will state that the 
doctrine which the Senator now advocates is the one which I have 
announced on many an occasion here, and I have been the victim 
on more than one occasion of a. point of order made by the Sena
tor from Maine, talring practically the reverse position from that 
which he now occupies. 

Mr. HALE. I think the Senator will find it very difficult, if he 
will look up the record, to convict me of ever saying anything 
contrary to what I say now, because it has been perhaps almost a 
fad of mine that general legislation comprehends something more 
than all the subjects that pertain to the people. 

Mr. ALLEN. I never supposed there could be any doubt about 
it, but there seems to have been a great deal of doubt heretofore. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I am not 
going to controvert his position, but I am glad that he has called 
attention to the fact in his argument that if we go on in this way 
we will really permit an exposition to be held somewhere, under 
the provisions of an apnropriation bill. The Senator sat in the 
Committee on Approprfations and pel'mitted such a provision to 
go in the bill and to be passed upon by the Sen~te, and he forgot 
thjs contention which he has always made and which he so pro· 
foundly believes in. I am glad he is so consistent. 

Mr. HALE. I will only say that I can not reveal the proceed
ings of the Committee on Appropriations, ~or can I state what 
was my vote in the committee on the exposition amendment. I 
was not here when the matter came up, so that I am not in any 
way guilty of consenting thereto. Nobody made any point of 
order. I do not say that I should have made it if I had been here. 
Ba.t I was not here. 

l\Ir. LODGE. .Mr. President, in regard to the matter of the ex
position, after what we have heard this morning from the Senator 
from Arkansas in regard to the Paris Exposition and the lack of 
itemized accounts, I think the Senate ought to hesitate before it 
appropriates $5,000,000 for an exposition without any protection 
whatever of which I am aware in the expenditure of that money, 
without any provision as to how it shall be spent or by whom. 
Unless something is done to cure that defect I shall make the 
point of order against it when it reaches the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, if the amendment offered by 
the Senator from New Hampshire is not general legislation, I do 
not know what can be called general legislation. If it is not, then 
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all of the legislation which is adopted at any session of Congress 
can be dumped upon an appropriation bill. I assume that the 
Chair will sustain tbe point of order. 

In regard to the other suggestion msde by the Senator from 
Massachusetts., I hope that the great dangers which bave been 
pointed out from improvident -expenditures under these general 
appropriations for exposit.ions will lead the Senate to consider very 
carefully the Jlro_position of the Senator from Missouri in .regard 
to $5,000,000, especially when it is tru-e that the $3,000,000 is tote 
expended by a private corporation 1md not by an officer of tbe 
Government of the United States. The Senator from Arkansas 
has convinced me that we have gone too far already in making 
appropriations of that nature., and that the Senate should .halt in 
regard to such propositions suggested from either .side of the 
Ch3.mber or by the repTesentative of any party. 

:Mr, COCKRELL. That expenditure, the Senator will remem
ber. is to be made under the direction of the Secretary of Ute 
Treasury, who lrns the scrntiny of every it.em of it. . 

]fr. ALDRICH. It is to be made by the exposition company of 
St.Louis. 

Mr. COCKRELL. But by and under the aJ>proval of the Sec
retary of the Treasury. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; bnt undBr norn1e. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Not a doJfar can be ~pended without his 

approval. 
Mr. ALDRICH. It is under no 1aw. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment offerea by the 

Senator from New Hampshire, in the opinion .of the Chair., creates 
a new commission. If there were a commission in existence and 
this were simply an appropriation for the commission, the Chair 
would not hold that it was general legifil.ation; but creating a 
commission and making an appropriation., the Chair is obliged to 
hold that it is general legislation andsubject to the point of order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I rise to a parliamentary question, whichJ 
understand the Chair can rule uponin his discretion or not. Dur
ing my membership in this boay I have never heard it raised, and 
that.is whether a point of order can be made when the bill has 
been reported to the Senate. 

Mr. PLATT df Connecticut. Or an.amendment agreed to as in 
Committee -0f the Whole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Before responding to the in
quiry, the Chair would like to consider it for a whlle. ClearJs, if 
a point of order is made against a Jlroposition as in Committee of 
the Whole, it can not be repeated ]n -the Senat.e. The Cha iris sat
isfied that that is correct. Upon the queslionwhether,if nopDint 
.of order is made as in Committee of the Whole, it ca.n ·be made 
when the bill reaches the Senate, the Dha.ir desires to reflect. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is precisely the point I desire to have 
determined. An examination of the rules certainly does not seem 
to disclose anything that would prevent the point of .order being 
made 'in the Senate upon an amendment or pl'Opnsition against 
whicb the po.int bad not been .made as in Committee of the Wllole. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will oo obliged to 
depend UJ>On general parliamentary law. 

Mr. HALE. I am inclined to think-
Mr. PENROSE. I ask for the reading of the 1illlendment 1 

offered . 
.Mr. HALE. That point bas been raised -by .several Senators 

informally in conversation. 1 am inclined to thirµr the Chair will 
:find that it is a new point. I do not remember, in my experi
ence, that the question has been raised. Wliere the Committee 
of the Whole have reported a _proposition to the Senate, and no 
point of order has been made upon it as in Committee of the 
Whole, whether a point of order can bemade in the Senate or 
whether it is too late certainly has not come up in my time, 
when I have been present in tbe .Senl!te. I am inclined to think 
the Chair will find it a new question, and I think the Chair sbould 
have an opportunity to examine the _question very carefallyA 

Mr. RAWLINS. Is it in _order to propose an amendment to 
the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tam.pore. There is an amenament pend
ing. The Senator from Pennsylv.ania [Mr. PENROSE] offei-s an 
amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRET.A.BY. It is p1·oposea to insert the following .at the 
end of the bill: 

Th.:i.t the -sum of $2001000 be. and is hereby, appropriated, unt of any .money 
in tho 'l'reasnry not otherwise appropriated, to the Philadelphia lllllBenms 
for the purpose of completing the eo1lection from foreignmarlrets of mml}les 
of me:rcba.ndise of the c.hn.racter in farnr and demand therein. and of illus
trating the manner in which merchandise for such markets .shonld be pre
pared and paC.ked. 

Mr. HALE. I make the point of order against "the amendment. 
Mr. ALLEN. I desire the attention ()f the Senate for a few 

.moments. 
Mr. HALE. I wish to make a point of-0rder. 
M.r. ALLEN. Let me .soeak: first. 
.Mr. HALE. I yield to the Sena.tor from Neb.raska.. 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr .. . Pr~clent, I desire the attention o.f the Sen-

~te for a few moments. We have coll.sumed nearly three hours of 
the day 1n discussing the very intricate and interesting question 
as to what constitutes special or private and what constitutes g~.m
eral 1egislation, which to my mind is as simple as the fust letter 
of the alphabet if we take the established authority as our guide. 
.I .have not undertaken myself to enlighten the Ghair as to the rul
ing that should be made. Not being a parliamentarian, I have 
not ihon.ght it pr-OJH:r to offer any suggestions as to what course 
ought to be pursued. That has been done amply by the Senator 
from Maine, who is a parliamentary encyclopedia. and by the Sen
ator from Rhode Island and by tbe Senator from Connecticut; and 
I have no doubt the Chair derived much ·Valuable information 
from the discussi-0n of those Senators and will be able during the 
tem.ainiler of the session to pursue the rignt co-.il'se in his rulings 
on these intricate subjects. 

The Senator from' Arkansas prr . .JONES] has brought to tbe 
_attention of the Senate some uf the _peculiarities of the admini.S
tration of our exposition affairs in the city of Paris. In my judg
ment it -requires some expJanation at the hands of those who are 
responsible for that exposition and ~ts condnct. He has also 
brought to the attention of the Senate and the country some pe
culiarities ab.out the purchase and sale of vessels by the Navy and 
War Departments, which likewise, to my thinking, 1·eqnires an 
explanation on the pa:rt of those engaged in those transacfions. 

.Interesting .as has been the discussion of "Rule XVI and of the 
matter£ whlch the Senator from Arkansas has referred to, I think 
the Senate of the U nite.d States, -at this peculiar time and .at this 
particular honr, ought to pause Jong enough to give expression to 
its .sentiments regarding the re1ations existing between Great 
Britain an.d the South..AtricanBepnbl~ Webave consumed this 
entire winter .and.are.now .a.bout to adjourn without having passed 
a re olution or given voice to an authoritative sentiment regard
ing the feelings of Congress or of the country toward the peop1e 
who are struggling ·in South .Africa to maintain their liberty. 
The press brings us the intelligence this morning that Pretoria, 
the capital of the South African Republic, bas fallen .into tbe 
1iani:1s of the .British troops, and -that Pi-esident Kruger and his 
faithful followers and the burgners generally are .:fl~ng to the 
mountains and the unexplorea portions of Africa, once again, I 
prP.sume, to establish a government for themselves, 

We have present in Pretoria. a diplomatic representative. The 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. TIAVIS] the other day informed us 
th.at a consul is not a diplomatic officer, ana it was.refreshing and 
del:ig.htfu1 to learn that the o1d rule still holds t:me tbat a consnl 
is acommercialand not aaip1omati.c.officer . .But we have clothed 
the yon.ng gentleman who represents the Tinitea States at the 
__capital of the South African _Republic, consul though his title be, 
wiih diplomatic power, and he haa been exerc1sing those powers 
in negotiating with _other govern.men ts and in negotiating between 
the United States and the South African Republic. 

Notwithstanding this, notwithstanding we recognized by the 
appointment of this iliplomatic .officer the existence of the Sonth 
African "Repub1ic months and even years ago, when that Repub
lic, a short time ago,.selected three envoys to come to this country 
and .represent them in Washington, they had no more than set 
their feet upon the .£oil of the District of Columbia when tbey 
·were informed semi-officially that their jlresence here was not de
ffiTable and that they-would not be received ·officially and recog
nizEa as representatives of their Government. The greatest and 
mo.st powerful republic on earth denied 'Official recognition to the 
youngest if not the smille.st republic. The spirit of liberty which 
actuat.ed our ancesto?s in 1J76 became dormant in official Wash
ington, while the great hearL .of the masses of our countrymen 
went to those simple .burghers in their Bi.stress-and, in my judg
ment, S)7lilpathizes wi.fh them heartily to-day. 

Through ~ome kind nf an .arr.ange:ment-I know not exactly 
wllat, because I am not_a diplomat and know little about sucn 
matters-these gentlemen were taken to the office of the Secre
tary .of State, not o:ffie:ially, but as private citizens of a c.ountry 
whose :politic.al in.depenilimce was then questioned by Great Brit
.a.in, which, in my judgment, was using its in.Hnence with this 
cout4~ to prevent their recognition. They were taken into the 
office of the Secretary of State, and no doubt they were treated 
pers.onally with marked consideration and distinction, because we 
all know the capacity :of the Secretary of .State as an entertain.er. 
But they were denied official recognition.. Their letters or ere· 
dentialswere.never received and never acted upon, and, if I under· 
stand the situation correctly, they were never presented, in c_onse
quence of a su.ggestion made to them either by the ,Secretary of 
State or by ·others in authority. . 

While th€y were being.entertained by the Secretary of State, at 
that _same moment the .British ambassad01· entered the office of 
the Secretary of State ana was put in a side room to .await the 
termination of the int-erview between the Secretary and these en
voys. They had.no sooner taken th-eir hats and Jeft the office of 
the .Secretary .of .State wnen his 1ordshlp was :admitted into the 
.P~sene~.of the._Secreta.ry. But wbat took place between them I 
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suppose no man will ever know. I speak of this as a coincidence 
of their visit. 

In less than a week from the time this Government turned 
down these Boer envoys and refused to recognize them as the 
official representatives of a sister republic, the same Secretary of 
State wired to Mr. Choate, at London, the following cablegram: 

WASHINGTON, May ~4, 1900. 
The following message has been sent by Secretary Hay to Ambassador 

Choate in London: 
"You will please convey through the appropriate channels the congratn· 

Iations and best wishes of the President to her Majesty the Qµeen on the 
occasion of her birthday." 

This was published in the New York Sun of May 25, and was 
published as a press dispatch throughout the press of the l]nitEfd 
8tates. When I read that dispat.ch I looked the paper through to 
see if I could not find a dispatch by Mr. Hay to President Kruger 
expressing some sympathy, or some hope, at least, that the South 
African Republic would succeed in establishing its independence 
of Great Britain. But, Mr. President, no such dispatch was found 
and we had no information that such a dispatch was sent or con
templated. 

I have no obj~ction, Mr. President, to congratulating Queen 
Victoria upon her birthday, not in consequence of her being at 
the head of the British Empire, but by reason of her being an 
eminent lady whose life bas been worthy of emulation. But it 
did occur to me, and it occurs to me now, that when Mr. Hay 
sent this telegram to Mr. Choate congratulating the head of the 
British Government upon her reaching her birthday successfully, 
not as a citizen or subject of Great Britain, but as the sovereign 
power of Great Britain, he ought at least to have sent something 
to Kruger and his struggling followers encouraging the cause of 
liberty in South Africa. 

I think myself it would have been fully as consistent to have 
sent out a dispatch to all good women of the United States who 
had lived to be about eighty years of age, and congratulated them 
upon reaching their eightieth birthday successfully, and upon what 
they had done in the cause of liberty in building up a noble sen
timent in a great Republic like this. 

I do not know, of course; I can only indulge my imagination; 
but I presume when that amiable gentleman Mr. Choate, our am
bassador to England, got this dispatch, clothed in the proper 
l'egalia, in proper court dress, he hastened to the presence of the 
Queen, and there, in proper diplomatic style, he delivered the 
congratulations of the President of the United States that she 
had lived and reigned so long and so successfully over the British 
Empire. . 

Mr. President, but yesterday the press dispatches brought us a 
report of a speech made by Lord Salisbury in which the cloak is 
entirely thrown off, the mask is torn from the face of Great 
Britain,. and he declares now that it is the purpose of the British 
Empire to destroy these Republics and annex them to Great 
Britain. They have gone so far as to change the name of the 
Orange Free State 1;o the Orange River State. There is no longer 
any hypocrisy in the attitude of Great Britain. . 

Of course, Mr. President, the Republican party has tears and 
sympathy to extend to these Boers; but whenever in this city 
they were being wined and dined and feted by distinguished Re
publican officeholders, not a Democrat or a Populist was per
mitted to see them if they could be kept out of sight. 

A have even heard criticism going to the extent of suggesting 
that his lordship the ambassador of Great Britain foqted the ex
penses of the extensive parties that were given by our Republican 
friends in their adulation and their entertainment. How true 
that may be I do not know; I do not care. We had a right to 
suppose that these envoys, after spending over thirty days upon 
the ocean in coming to this country to present their· cause, should 
at least have an opportunity to do so. Has the time come in the 
history of this Republic, before it has reached a century and a third 
of its existence, when those who mayrepresentthecause of human 
freedom from any part of the habitable globe are to be turned in
continently from the door and refused an opportunity to lay the 
object of their mission before the authorities of the United States? 
Yet that would seem to be exactly what has been done. 

Unofficial America sympathizes with the Boers in their strug
gle for liberty, but there seems to be a hidden cord binding of
ficial America to official Great Britain to the extent that we are 
impotent and powerless in official circles, when Great Britain in
dicates to the contrary, to extend the or~nary hospitalitJ.es and 
amenities of official life to the representatives of a republican 
government. _ 

But what have the people of South Africa done? Are they 
criminals? Have they violated any of the laws of nations? Are 
they outlaws? No, Mr. President, they have been guilty o~ the 
crime of seeking the liberty that we ourselv~s enjoy, a~d w~1ch I 
pray God we may enjoy in the future as we have done m the past. 
They were inspired by our example. Their constitution is a re
vamp and a remold of the Constitution of the United States. 

They were inspired by the example of the great Republic. When 
they come to us for sympathy we turn them from our doors with
out a hearing. 

And yet, Mr. President, we ought not to forget that if it had not 
been for the ancestors of these very people, if it had not been for 
~olland and the spirit of liberty in H<;>lland in 177~, we quite 
!ikely would to-day have been dependencies of the British Empire 
rnstead of a powerful Government and independent of them. 
They came to our aid with their money, with their assistance, 
when we had no credit and when we could not boITow a doilar 
elsewhere in the world, and when British troops were overrunning 
every foot of our teITitory, when British naval vessels were in 
every water upon our coasts, seeking to destroy ns because we 
aspired to an independent government such as, in my judgment, 
God has designed for all the people of earth. We have gi·own fat 
and powerful; we have grown aristocratic, Mr. President; and 
trow we are so wealthy and so powerful that official America looks 
with scorn and contempt upon a struggling people; and when 
they seek to lay their complaint before those in authority, the offi
cial nose is elevated at an angle of forty-five degrees in contempt 
of them and their nation. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, is it in order to offer an amend
ment to the sundry civil appropriation bill? 

Mr. PENROSE. There is an amendment pending. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 

There is one amendment pending. 
Mr. ALDRICH. A point of order was made against it by the 

Senator from Maine [Mr. HA.LE]. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator ask that the 

amendment shall be read? 
Mr. ALDRICH. No; I understood a point of order was raised 

against it by the Senator from Maine. · 
Mr. PENROSE. I should like to know what the point of order 

is, if the Chair will state it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senate ready for the ques

tion on agreeing to the amendment? 
Mr. HALE. .Mr. President: this is a subject that has been very 

hotly contested both here and in the House and in the committee 
that had it in charge. The committee is very nearly divided. 
There is very strong objection to the Government beginning to 
em bark in appropriations for matters which are not governmental. 
That is the chief ground of my opposition to it. That being my 
belief, in which I know a great many Senators share, as to the in
herent evil of it, I am constrained to make every point of order 
that I think good. 

I think this point of order is good; it is nothing but a claim 
made by this institution for Government help; it is general legis
lation, because it is the same as if we undertook to set up a new 
enterprise; there is no law for it; it is a departure from the gen
eral law, upon the same train of thought that I indicateJ} some 
time ago, that general legislation is not simple legislation apply
ing to the general body of law, but any act that is not private 
legislation is ~eneral legislatfon. I make that point of order 
against this amendment. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena
tor from Maine whether these qualms of conscience as to the par
liamentary propriety of this amendment struck him when the St. 
Louis appropriation was inserted in the bill day before yesterday 
afternoon? · 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will not drive me from a considerate 
point of order by any slur. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I do not-
Mr. HALE. I make that point of order; and I have another 

point of order to make that I certainly shall make now, if I did 
not intend to make it before. I was not here when the St. Louis 
Exposition matter came np. I voted against it in the Committee 
on Appropriations, which I have not stated before. I was sorry 
to do it; I am sorry to have to do it now; but when, because I 
make a point of order on another matter, I am taunted by the re
mark that I have not done it on that, I reply that I voted against 
the St. Louis Exposition item in the committee, and if I had been 
present here I would have made a point of order against it. I make 
that point of order, and I make also the point of order, Mr. Presi- • 
dent, that, whether that point of order is good or not, the amend
ment has not been reported one day beforehand. 

Mr. PENROSE. I am glad the Senator has been relieved from 
the grave charge of inconsistency, which, in my opinion, can be 
applied very fairly and justly to every member of the Committee 
on Appropriations who was present when that · amendment was 
introduced and who sat silently in his seat. 

Now, Mr. President, I will submit to a rule consistently applied 
with as g6od grace and with as little complaint as any member of 
this body. But the moment the bars are let down, and the moment 
a rule is violated, especially by those who are in authorized charge 
of a measure and .who are supposed to guard carefully their own 
rules and regulations; it places Senators in this body in a false 
position with their constituents, and is unjust and unfair. 
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With the whole committee, as I understand it, directing the chair- be preseribed by the Secretary of the Interior: lj'rovided, That only such 
man of the Committee on Appropriations not to give consent to trees may be so sold and felled t]?.e removal of w.hich ~b~ll be advantageous 
th · t' f $- 000 000 th · t h' to the forests upon such rese1·vations or the public domam. 

e enormous appropr1a Ion o o, , , ere IS no a w imper Th PRESIDING OFFICER Th ~t· · · t 
or a protest or an objection-raised in the Senate; and when other e . . · e que" .10n 18 on agreemg o 
gentlemen get up to offer amendments equally useful to the pub- the a.mendment of the Sena;tor from Wyoming. . . 
lie, equally desired by the American people and, in my opinion, Mr. ~LLISON. A~momshed by wha~ has been said m. t~e 
equally of importance-and 1 refer, Mr. President, to the amend- ~ate,,I make th~ pomt.9! order upon this amendment that it IS 

ment which you have· introduced, and which I have introduced, legislation. -· - - .· · -. .. -:t .... • • . • . . 
and which are infinitesimal1y-si:na1Hn their inroads on the P.Ublic Mr._CLARK. Befoi:~ tn~t pomt of order IS u;isisted ~pon--
Treasury compared with the enormous appropriation which we Mr. AL~ISON~ l will 7ield_to the Senator if he wishes to be 

. have already consented to-I can appeal to the.candor and fair- heard. · - · h- ~ . . . 
ness of the Senate that it is nlijus~ to yon and to me and it is di~- Mr. C~ARK.,. ~ s ould hke to call. the attention of t.he Senate 
cult to explain to our constituents. It: iS' the violation of a· rule to thef3!c~ th,at all our pre~ent laws. 1~ regard tc:> f_orest .reserves 

. permitted for an enormou~ amount, ~nd then suddenly and.in a~ hav.e ~eei;i ~~ed .~pon th~ .sundry civil a~pro~riation bill. The 
unequal manner enforced by those who have consented to the 1aw pr9vidmo ~o:r_ _ the._pa~ol _of the reserves and_~very I.aw that 
violation of it. , · · ~ _,, . , _yve have now m_reg~4. ¥> .f~r~st reseryes.~nd their govern~ent 
:·Mr. President; I ask that this · aniendment be agreed to by the IS found upon the stgi4t"Y c1v1l approp:~rntion acts of t~e various 

Senate (whether or not the House conferees will agree to it is an- Congresses. It occurred to me as very p~op~r that t~is .ame~d· 
other question),,fu justice to me as a Senator of this body, upon· ment.sho~dbe placed upon t~e sundry civll .appropnatl.on ~nll. 
the same ground and waiving the same technicalities that were I as!r :unamm<:ms conse~t that it may be con~idered at this fame, 
calmly and quietly permitted to "be waived when the,8enate, with-. _notwithstanding thepomt of o~d.er. _ . . · . 

·out any protest from you or from me, consented to this enormous. Mr. ALLISON. I am constramed to ms1st. upon the pomt of 
appropriation. · . order. . - : .. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER Section 2 of Rule XVI reads as The .PRESIDING OFFICER._ The S~nator fr~m I~nya makes 
follows· ' the pomt of order t~a~ th!3 ame~dm~nt 1s new legislation. 

· Mr. ALLISON • . General--leg1slat10n . - _ 
All amendments to general appropriation bills moved by direction of a The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tlie porn· t of' o•·de·r 1·s sustam· ed. standing or select committee of the Senate, proposing to increase an appro- ... 

priation already contained in the bill, or to add new items of aporopriation, Mr. DANIEL. There is an amendment which has been sent to 
shall, at least one day before they are considered, be referred to the Com- the desk which I ~hould like to' offer. ·· , 
mittee on Appropriations, etc. h F CE T - V 

· Waiving the first point made by the Senator from Maine, it is T e !:'RESIDING OF I. R. h_e Senator from irginia of-
fers an amendment, which willbe read. · -

sufficient for the present occupant of the chair to know that this The SECRETARY. Insert after line 15 on page 67: 
proposition was referred to the Committee on Appropriations to- The Secretary of the Treasury is hei·eby directed to suspend until further 

· day, and hence, under the provision of the rule, the point of order action of Congress any act or proceeding against the State of Virginia under 
will lie. provisions of section 4: of the act approved March 3, 1899, entitled "An ad to 

Mr. PENROSE. I desire to make an inquiry of the chairman amend an act 1:1ntitled •An act to reimburse the governors of States and Ter-
of'the Commi'ttee on Appropri'ati'ons. Wi" ll he have thi's amend- ritories for expenses incurred by them in aiding the United States to raisf1 and organize and supJ?lY and equip the Volunteer Army of the United Stat.u 
ment considered in time to be acted upon one way or the other in the existing war with Spain.'" 

·before the final determination of this bill? Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator ask unanimous consent? 
Mr. ALLISON. I hope to have this bill finished to-day. That Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; I ask unanimous consent that tha1 

is my intention. , _ amendment may be agreed to. 
Mr. PENROSE. I de:;ire to give notice that I shall, when the The PRESIDlNG OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 

bill is reported to the Senate, raise the point of order as to the the amendment. 
St. Louis Exposition provision and all other matters contained in Mr. ALLISON. The question is whether unanimous consent 
the bill tliat in my opinion are open to' the objection which has will be given to consider it. I ask that the Chair may put that 
been raised against this amendment. _ _" · question. I shall not object myself. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I offer an amendment. On The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will.suggest that that 
page 53, after line 15, I move to insert: is rather a strange pa1·1iamentary procedure, but he is willing to 

.For establishing a fish-hatching and fish-culture station, including con· put the question. 
struction of buildings and J>Onds. and equipment, at some suitable point in Mr. ALLISON. It may be strange, but I understood the Sena,. 
Utah, to be selected by the United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisherie3. 
$10,000, or so much thereof as may be nece:isary: Provid.ed, That no part of tor from Virginia to ask unanimous consent: 
this appropriation shall be used for the purchase of a site. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there -objection to ·the con-
. Mr. President, there are but two States, I believe, that are in sideration of the amendment submitted by the Senator from Vir· 

any way adapted to this kind of service which are not already pro- ginia? · · 
vided for in the law. Those two States are Idaho and Utah. The Mr. BAKER. I ask that it be read. 
Committee on Appropriations have caused to be inserted in the The Secretary again read the amendment . 

. bill a similar provision for Idaho. Utah is far removed from the· Mr. BAKER. As we are all making points about these new 
seashore; it has not the advantages of an ocean supply of fish, and matters of general legislation, I submit that this is subject to the 
there is no State in the Union where greater benefit would be de- same objection. It provides for the suspension of a general law, 
rived from th1~ kfod of service than in my State. I hope the Sen- and therefore is general legislation. · · 
ator from Iowa will interpose no objection to the amendment. Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I hope I may be permitted to 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on, agreeing to explain the status in which our State is placed by the peculiar ac-
the amendment. ti on of the Government. · If the Senator from Kansas will turn to 

- : - . ·Mr. ALLISON. I feel cqnstrained to make 'the point of order the RECORD of May 29, there he will find a more ample· statement 
on this amendment. It is not estimated for and.there is no report of it than I would be willing to inflict again upon the Senate. 
from any committee that I know of in favor of it. . A conference report brought this matter into a bill which was 

Mr. RAWLINS. I ask upon.what theory ~he Senator can ob- entirely foreign to the subject-matter. It was unknown to the 
ject to this amendment and insert the same legislation for Idaho? Senators here, and unknown to the Representatives, and not 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator has his remedy o~ the Idaho mentioned by the conferees in either House. TheyputtheGov-
amendment. ernmentin an attitude of taking a State bysurp1ise, suing it with-

.Mr. HALE. The Senator can raise a point of order on that out opening to it the privilege of applying those offsets anJ 
amendment. equities which could only be permitted by statute. I am sure 

Mr. RAWLINS. I do npt. . , . . . the honorable Senator would not wish to do an injustice to the 
The PRESIPING OFFICE:ft.; The point of order having been Commonwealth of Virginia or to any other Commonwealth. 

'c made that the propose~ appropr~atjon h;ts;nQt ~been esµmated by It seems to me that this action is due on behalf of the Govern· 
the head of a Deparµnent"'~he Chait~ con~trained to sustain the ment itself, and that it ought tq be moved to take such action 
point of order. -:,-. ,, , -.. _, - -.·~·. . until thematter can be properly adjudicated or settled. 

¥r. C~ARK, At -t]ie_,_end of line , 15 on page 73 I move to The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the Senator insist upon biB 
~nsert: · ,, , . · point of order? 

T)J.at hereafter persons act-qaUy residing within or in the vicinity of any Mr. BAKER. I do. 
forest reservation may~ without charge, under

1
rhles and regulations to be The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment submitted, as 

prescribed by the Secreta'l'y of "the Interior, ctiu and remove from such res- the Chair understands the matter, is a portion of an amendment 
ervatious dead and down' timber for their own use as firewood or for the 
improvement of their homes, :minjng claims, or farms. previously ruled out on a point of order. It is general legislation; 

Under rules and regulations t~ be prescribed by the Secretary of the Inte- and the Chair is constrained to ·sustain the point of order. 
rior, dead and down timber may be cut aud removed from forest reservations l\Ir. PRESIDENT: I offer the amendment which I send to the deek, 
or from the public domain where, in his judgment, the same is likely to pro- t · 7 fte h 
duce or spread fires; and trees exceeding 9 inches in diameter may be sold to O come Ill on page 6 , a r t e word 11 available," at the end of 
and cut and removed by persons purchasing the same under regulations to line 15, 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment wHl be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 67, after line 15, it is proposed to 

insert: 
To pa.y th~ State of Nevada the sum ofS-!62,«1.97 for m oneys advanced in 

aid of the suppression of the rebellion in the civil war, a.s found and reported 
to Congress on January 22, 1900, by the Secretary of the Treasury, as. pro-
vided in an a.ct of Congress approved March 3, 1899. ~ 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I W-jlS verymucb.'<lis"appointed, 
when the report of the Committee o~ Appropriations was pre· 
sented, to find the claim of the State of Nevada coupled with a 
large number of other claims. It stands on a "differenflooting 
from any other claim that was reported by the committee. It 
is for money advanced by Nevada, while it was a Terri~ory, in aid 
of the suppression of the rebellion. The State assumed the debt, 
although it need not have done so, and it was unfortunate that it 
did. - ; 

It is a debt which the State h~s carrie and paid interest upon 
ever since; and it is very burdensome. There iS very little taxa
ble property in the State. Nevada is poo1·, and this debt is mate-, 
iially retar~ing her .. development, because the rate ·of taxation is 
necessarily high, and people do not like to ·settle , iu the little 
valleys in. the State since siiver mfuing has been abandoned and 
the price of silver has gorie down: The resources of the State are
inadequate-to the demands upon it. I wish to call the attention 
of the Senate to the claim and to' the manner in which it has been 
investigated. .. -

On the 27th of .J' une, 1882, an act of Congress was passed author
izing the Secretary of the Treasury, with the aid and assistance of 
the Secretary of War, to examine and inve_stigate the -claims of 
rrexas, Colorado, Oregon, Nebraska, California, Kansas, and Ne
vada and the 'territorie3 of Washington and Idaho· for moneys 
expended and indebtedi\ess assnmed by said States and Terri
tories in repelling invasions and suppressing Indian nostilitie8 in 
said States and Territories, and for other purposes, (22 Stats., 
111.) 

On the 4th of Aug11Bt, 1886, Congress passed an act for the benefit 
of the above-named States, th& second section of which is as fol
lows: 

S EC. 2. The Secretary of War is hereby authorized to detail three Army offi
cers to a.s ist him in examining a.nd reporting upon the claims of the States 
and Territories named in the acts of June 27, 1882. chapter 2il of the La.ws of 
the Forty-seventh Congress. and such officers., before entering upon said 
dutie , shall take and subscribe an oath that ther.-will carefully examine said 
claim~. and that they will. to the best of their ability, make a just and impar
tial statement thereof as required by said act. (2! Stats., 211.) 

Under the first act the claims of Kansas, Texas, and Nebraska 
were examined by the Treasury and War Departments and paid. 
The amount paid to Texas was $1,075, 793.37, of which sum $927 ,-
177.4.0 was put on an urgent deficiency bill in the first session 
of the Fiftieth Congress (25 Stats., 71), after the bill had passed 
both Houses and when the Senate amendments were under con
sideration in the House, and was agreed to in conference; and the 
remainder, $148,615.97, was paid September 30, 1890, in the defi
ciency bill of 1890 (30 Stats., 539). 

The board of war claims examiners were engaged under the 
provisions of these two acts for several years, ~nd finally made 
their report to the Secretary of War, who made his report in De
cember, 1889, on the claims of California, Oregon, and Nevada 
to Congress, whioh were printed as Senate Documents Nos. 10, 11, 
and 17, Fifty-first Congress, first session, comprising three large 
volumes, and which gave in great detail the history of said claims 
and stated the exact amount which each State had furnished and 
had then actually paid. 

On this adjustment by the board of war claims examiners the 
Senate, in March, 1891, incorporated an amendment in the general 
deficiency bill (H. R. 13658) to pay the amounts so found due each 
State, and which amendment passed the Senate. Mr. Sayers, the 
chairman of the House Committee on Appropriations, objected to 
the amendment on the ground that the claims of California, Ore, 
gon, and Nevada had not been passed upon by the Treasury De
partment, although they had been much more thoroughly examjned 
by the war claims examiners than the Treasury Department could 
have done, and that, too, in pursuance of a law specially passed 
for that purpose. The objection was merely technical. 

In addition to the passage of these claims in appropriation bills, 
independent bills providing for their payment passed tha Senate 
both in the Fifty-first and Fifty-third Congresses. (See Senate 
Report 1351, page 7, Fifty-sixth CongreEs, first session.) 

At the last session of the Fifty-fifth Congress the claims of Cal· 
ifornia, Oregon, and Nevada were again passed by the Senate in 
the "omnibus bill," but the California delegation in the House 
stated that they had not fully examined the subject, and the con
ferees on the part of the Honse objected to the payment of the 
claims. The conference committee, however, inserted in the om
nibus bill the following provision: 

That the claim of the State oi Nevada fox moneys advanced in aid of the 
suppression of the r ebellion in the civil war be, and the same is hereby, re
ferred to the Secretary of the Treasury toinvestigate and r eport to Congress 
at the next ses. ion the amount furnished by said State of Nevada, or by the 
Territory of Nevada and assumed by said State, in aid of the suppression of 
the rebellion of the civil war, with such interest on the same assaid State has 

actuaJly paid,; together ·with what amounts have wen heretofore pa.id bythe 
United States. <30 Sta.ts., L..906.) 
~he Secretary of the Trea.smy, in pursuance of the above law 

~ade the following report, printed as House Document No. 322' 
Fifty-sixth Congress, first session: ' 

C!.Anr OF THE TA.TE OF KEV AD.A. 
Letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a report on the 

claim of the State of Nevada. for moneys advanced in .aid of the suppression 
of the rebellion in the ci il war. January 20. l!lK>.-Referred to the Commit
tee on. War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

TRE..!.sURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF TIIE SECRET.ARY 
_ WashingtQn, D. C. , January 19, ioao. 

SIR: Refel'ring to thee.ct of J\farch3, 1899 (30Stat., page 1206), upon the sub
ject. of the claim of the State of Nevada. foi:- moneys advanced. in a.id of tbe 
suppres~ion of the rebellipn in the civil war, and c.alling for report to Con
gress by the Secretary of the Treasury thereou. I have the honor to transmit 
herewith copy of statement of the ca.se made by the Andi tor for the War De-
partment Jan.nary 18, 1900- t ' 

Respectfully, L. J. GAGE, . 
&cretanJ. 

·The SPEAKER OF THE HOC'SE OF REPBE ~~"TA'l'IVES. 

. . TREASURY DEP ARTME?\'T, 
OJi'FICE .OF AUDIT0'1 FOR THl!l W.AR DEPART»EN'l.', 

Washington~ Jamtary 18. 1900. 
Sm: In reply to your comm11mca.tion of March 11, 1899, reque ting-~ report · 

nnder l)rovisians. of act-of _1\farch 3, 1899 para,,,,"TB.ph "State claims ' (Public, 
190), upon the cla1m cf the i::itateof Nevada.for moneys advanced in aid of the 
suppression of thereb«}llion;in the¢vil war, I have the honor to state the fol-
lowmg: . 

. On Decei;nbe:i: 2!, 1839, the Secretary of War, acting in accordance with a 
re olution of the Senate of February 27, 1889, transmitted a full and complete 
statement showing the amount expended. by the State of Nel"ada, with such 
intere t on the same as the ~tate b.:i.d paid between February 10, 1865, and 
June 30, l~ 9, amounting in all to the sum of $!12,600.3L This re-port is found 
in Executive Document No. 10, first session Fifty-first Congress. 

)from a cert ified statement of ,Samuel P. De.vis, State comptroller of Ne
vada, made on December 19, 1&99. it appears that since the time covere.d by 
the report of the Secretary of War--L e., from June 30, 1800, to December 31. 
1899-the State of Nevada has paid thesumot$58,401.21 a.sintere tupon money 
paid by the t-ttate in aiding in suppre ing the r ebellion in the civil war. Ac
cordingly, assuming this statement to be correct. the total amount exvended 
by the State of Nevada, or by the Territory of Nemda and assumed by said 
State, with snch interest on the' same as the said 8tate has actually paid, 
amounts to $-l:il,001.58. , 

Upon reports of a.nexam.inationof this claim made by the State war claims 
examin~rs, the Third Auditor, and the Second Comptroller of the Treasury, 
under act of Jane 21, 1883. the sum of $1,559.61 was allowed ana paid to the 
St.ate of Nevada on April l(}, 1883. This amount, deducted from the total 
amount paid by the State of Nevada, leaves the sum of WZjID.91 for which 
the State has not been reimbursed. The following is a. tabu ated statement 
of this claim: 
Amount of claim of the State of Nevada, including- in terost up to 

Jnne ro, 188.9, as. shown in the report of the Secreta~y of War (~ee 
page 10, Senate Document. No. 10, Fifty-first Congress) _______ : __ $!12, 600.31 

Amount of interest paid .by Nevada. from June 30, 1889, to Decem· 
ber 31, 1899_ -----. --· -- • -· --· - • ---- ---- ------ -- ---- -·--- - • -·-·- _ ---- _ 58, 401. 27 

Total claim. _____ --------------·-----------·-- - ··-·----- --- ---- 4:71, 001.58 
Amount which the State was reimbursed on April 10 1 , under 

act of Jane 27, 1882. ___ --"'-- ---·-- -----·. _ ·--- - ----- _ ----- · --- ------ 8, 5:i9. 61 

Total paid by the State for which no reimbursement has 
been made ----- -·--- ---- -·-- ---- ---- ---- , --··-- --·-- ---- - ----- l62, m. ~ 

Respectfully, : 
F. H. MORRIS, .Auditor. 

The claim of the State of Nevada has therefore had all the ex
amination that the claims of the States of Kansas, Texas, and Ne
braska, had prior to their payment. The report of the Secretary 
of the Treasury makes it unnecessary to have any further exami
nation of the claim. The intention of Congress in passing the 
law of March 3, 1809, directing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
report to Congress the smn due the State of Nevada, was clearly 
to make an appropriation at the present session for sai.d claim in 
the sum so found due. 

On the 4th day of March, 1891, while the general deficiency bill, 
H. R. 13658, was under consideration in the Senate, which in
cluded the amendment for the payment of the Nevada claim, the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] who had charge of the bill made 
some remarks regarding this claim. 

I want to call the attention of the Senator from Maine especia1ly 
to this matter. I was explaining the amendment. It was feared 
we could not get the bill through, as it was then the last day of 
the session, and Senators and members of the House came-to me 
and promised faithfully that if I would let the bill pass-I stood 
right hereat the time the debate occurred-they would at the nez.t 
session make an appropriation for the State of Nevada; that there 
would be no doubt a.bout· it; and the Senator from Maine ma.de 
remarks that were very encouraging, npon which~ ! took my seat 
and let the bill pass and postponed action on the amendment. 
That was nine or ten years ago, and the Senator from Maine then 
said: 

Mr. HALE. 1\!r. President, I desire to say only a word in r eply to the Sena
toF from Ne-vada. The instrnctions given to the committee on the part of 
the House do not apply to the State claims, b ut only to the railroad claims, 
so that in the conference which will immediately en ne the S oate confer ees 
will not find the conference embarrassed by any action of the House aside 
from those claims. The committee o! conferenco will he in rnssion imme
diately, and I only repeat what I have said rofor e. that it will endeavor to 
secure as much as possible of the action of the Senate npon this bill. 

'I want to say to the Senator from Nevada-I know that he · a reasonable 
man upon all these subjects-that the Senate is committed to. these State 
claims by vote, by sentiment, and it is only a question of time when they will 
pass. 
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The present bill,- asid& from the. matters which have- been di'{cussed, con
tains upon it a.n appropriation for pensions tor soldiers a.mounting t6 tlS,000,-
000. I do not suppose thel'e is a Senator here who, whatever may be his feel
ing t.bout other matters in the bill, wouiddesire to wrook the bill and thereby 
.ie&ve the soldi~without money for the payment of their pensions dttz:ing: 
the remainder of the year. Calling the attention of the Senator to this, 1 
leave the- subject now-, and hops to be ahle to report from the conference 
commiUee in a vwy short time. 

The claim of Nevada. was incurred by the Territory of Nevada, 
which was admitted into the Union by an act of Congress, without 
applicai:ion being made to come in, when the usual pu~li<! build
ings had not been erected for the State, when no appropriation had 
been made for a State prison and other buildings-it came into 
the Union destitute. The State has -paid and is paying interest 
on this money, and isnowvery much embarrassed in consequence. 

The claim has been investigated; it has been reported upon at 
nearly every session by committees of both Houses; it ·bas been 
reported every time favorably, and once very elaborately ~om the 
Committee on Military Affairs by the Senator from Minnesota. 
[Mr. DAVIS], who investigated thedaim thoroughly. It has been 
reported four or five times by various committees. of the Honse, 
but failed to get concurrent action of the t\V'O Houses. 

Now, I ask that this item be inserted in the bill. It stands on a 
different footing from the California and Oregon claims; it is a 
better claim of indebtedness- incurred, and beMes. it .has passed 
the Treasury Department under a special act, Whi?h those ?"la~ 
have not. I know th.a California and Oregon claims aTe JUSt; 1 
have done all I could to· procure- their payment; bttt I hope that 
this item may be paid now, because it has been delayed so long, 
and bBcause the State is sorely in need of the money. Nobody 
can a 'Sfgn any reason against the payment of the claim, and there 
is no question. as to its validity. • 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I sympathize with the Senator 
from Nevada. and witll. the State af Nevada as respects this-claim, 
wlriclr bas been pending now for- thirty-fiva years- or m~e; but, 
admonished by suggestions of the Senate, I am constramed to 
make a point of order upon this amendment that there is no e~ti
mate for it, and that it has not been passed upon by a standmg 
committee. 

Mr. STEW ART. It has; it has been reported by the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. ALLISON. Vezy weU. Then I make- the- suggestion that 
there is no estimate fo:r it, and that it is a claim which stands in 
the relation of a great ma.nyother State claims that are now pend
ing in both Houses of Congress. Of course-, it is well known. that 
the Committee on Appropriations endeavors to deal with some of 
these claims, but-can not deal with them intelligently as respects 
the a.mount. I find here that the Auditor for the War Denart
ment bas made a report upon the amount of the claim~ etc. -

Mr. STEWART. Under a special law for that purpose. 
Mr . .ALLISON. It jg a report of the Auditor; not an estimate 

of the Treasury Department. 
Mr. STEWART. There is a report of the Secretary of the 

Tre-asu.ry as to the amount, a:nd the amendment is recommended 
by a; standing committee. • · 

Mr. ALLISON. The Secretary of the Treasury simply states 
that.in answer to a. letter written by the Senat~ from Nevada, 
lbelieve-

M.r~ STEW ART. Oh, no;- in pursuance of' law. 
:Mr. ALLISON. A letter written to the Speaker of the House 

of Representatives. 

Mr, ALLISON. I should like to see that amendment. I have 
here some other papers« The Senator did report some amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it was paesed upon by the Com
mittee on Claims and referred. as I understand, to the Committee 
on Appropriations. I know the Committee on Claims authorized 
its being reporte<L 

Mr. STEWART. Yes. 
The PRESIDENT p~o teinpore. The Chair overrules the point 

of order, then. The questjon is on _agreeing to the amendment. 
[Putting the question.] By the sound the ... ayes:i have it. 

Mr. AL.LISON. ' l call for a division. 
_ Mr~ TELLER. Mr. President, I just want to s.ay one word 

a.bout this matter. If there are any claims that are just and 
proper, which the United States ought to pay, this is one of them. 
It has had all the ca.re and attention it-is possible to give a claim. 
Every dollar of this a.mount bas been found by the Treasury De
partment to be due the State of Nevada. The State has been kept 
out of it for thirty-odd years. It is an expenditure that all of the 
States in the West were compelled to make from time to time. 
Most of them have been recognized and paid, and there is II() rea
son why this should not be paid. It is as sacred an obligation) 
in my jud"gment, as the national bonds; and the conditions are 
such that everybody knows that the Government can pay it now 
as wen as. at any other time. The situation in Nevada. demands 
that, if the Governmeni is ever to pay it, the Government 9:Ught 
to pay it now. . 

Mr. HAWLEY. M.r. President, I have served a good many 
years on the Committee o:i Military Affairs, and at every Congress . 
ha ye heard this bHI discussed from beginning to end. There is no 
sort of question ns. to its justice. It is just as much due as your 
board ]}ill, which you have to pay every month. · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 'l'he question is on the amend-
ment. · 

:Mr • .ALLISON. I withdraw the call for a division. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
l\fr. ALLEN. .Mr. President, I offer the amendment which I 

send to the desk, to come in on line 5, page 8. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY"' Onpage81 afterline 5, it is proposed toinser.t 

the following: 
That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby. authorized and 

directed to cause to be erected at Norfolk, in the State of Nebraska, on the 
site already purchased therefor by the Government of the United States, a 
suitable bnilding, including firel)roof vaults:, heating and ventilating appara· 
tns elevators., and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the United 
States courts,post--Office,laniloffice. and other Government offices in the eity 
of. Norfolk and State of Nebraska; tile cost or said building; including said 
Yau1t~. heating and ventilating apparatns, a.nd _approaches, complete, not to 
exceed the sum of SOO.CXX>, which said sum or S75,CXXJ is hereby appropriated for 
that pur_pose, out of any moneys in the United States 'l'reasury not otherwiso 
appropriated. 

SEC. -. 'That so much of ~aid appropriation as may be necessal'y tor the 
preparation of sketch pla.us, drawings, speciftcations and detailed estimates 
for the buildine: by the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department 
shall be arnilahle immediately; and afterthesaid sketch plans· and estimates 
for the building shall h:ive been p1· ~pa:red by the Sup~rvising Architect and 
approved by the Secretary ol the 'fieasury, the- Secretary of the Interior, 
and the Postmaster-General,. the balance-of said approp1·iation shall be avail
able for the erection and completion of the building, including fireproof 
vault.~, heating and ventihting apparatus, eleva.ton, and approaches. The 
buildi · g hall be uuexposed to any danger from fire by an open space of a.t 
Iea~t 40 feet on each si4e, including streets and alleys. _ 

Mr . .ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire the attention of the Sen
ate and Senators for just a moment to make a brief explanation 
of this proposed amendment. . . 

'Referring to the act of March 3,1899 (30Stl\t., pagel203), npon the subject of The amendment was introduced and sent to the Committee on 
the ell\im of the St-ate of Nevada for moneys advanced in aid of the suppres· Public Buildings and Grounds, has been recommended bv them 
sion of the rebellfon in the civil war, :md calling for report"of Congress by the J 
Secretary of the T:teasury therOO}l, I have the- honor to tran'iIIlit herewith favorably ,and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. The 
copy oi statement o£ the case made by the Auditor for the War Department amen"dment also is designed to carry into execution two laws 
January18, 1900.. already in existence. _ . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair su.stains the point Twelve years ago Congress passed an act establishing a Federal 
of ordeY. co:trt at tbe city of Norfolk and the city of Hastings in my State, 

Mr. STEWART. Sustains the point of order? in addition to the cities of Omaha and Lincoln. Two years ago, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. )'.es. or dtuing the Fifty-fifth Congress, Congress made an appropria-
Mr. STEW ART. Well I will have ro appeal from the deci- tion of SI0,000 to buy a site for a public building in Nor folk, which 

sion of the Chair r because it is not legislation and it is recom- has been purchased and is now owned by the Government. 
mended-- - Those familiar with the geography of Nebraska will remember 

Mr. ALLISON. There is na estimate -for it. that the. State is about 500 miles east and west, and perhaps about 
Mr. STEW ART, It is estimated for by the Secretn.ry of the 213 or 214 miles north and south. The Platte River runs almost 

Trea.stll'Y. He- has found the m:nonnt due, and the amendment is through the center of the State from east to west. There are 
to carry out existing- law. three lines of railroads running through the State from the ex

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Was it reported from a com- treme eaet to the extreme west-the Elkhorn Railroad, in the 
mittee as an amendment to the bill antl sent t.o the Committee on northern poi-1ion of the State; the Union Pacific, along the center; 
Appropriations? and the Burlington, in the southern portion of the State. 

Mr. STEW ART. It was sent to the Committee on Claims, re- 'l'he Federal courts, in consequence of the lack of a public bnild-
ported as an amendment to this bill, and sent to the Committee ing at Norfolk, are n.otheld there now in accordance with the act of 
on Appropriattona some time ago-. It has gone through every Congress. Litigants in the State of Nebraska having cases.before 
phase tha.t makeS" it in order. ~ the Federal court are compelled to travel to Omaha or to Lincoln, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. A State claim,_ according to Omaha being on the w~t ba_nk .of the river and ~inco~n within 
Jefferson, is not a private c~aim in the oTdinary acceptation of the about 50 miles of the :MISBonn River, and ~most m the ext:re'!ll.e 
term. The Cha1r was not aware that the amendment had been southeast corner of the State. The result 1s that the class of hti
repol'ted from a committee as an amendment to this bill and sent gants who live in the northwestern portion of tbe_State, and who 
to the Committee on .Appropriations. are tributary for litigating purposes to the Federal court which 

• 



6280 CONGRESSIONAL~ RECORD- SENATE. M.AY 31, 

is held at Omaha, are compeJled to travel from four-to five hun
dred miles to reach court and take their witnesses that distance. 
· As a consequence, only those litigants having :a . great deal of 
money can afford to resort to the courts, and most of them t;1o 
not have much money. It is a practical denial of justice to them 
in consequence of being unable, when t)ley reach_ tqe Federal 
court at Omaha, to .have their case speedily d~term~n~d1. cases 
being frequently postponed from tei_: to tel'm, o that- counsel 
fees, hotel expenses, and the expenses ·of -witnesses,_:Praictically eat 
up all there is i!l the litigation for th~. _, 1.- :.... , , -~ •• 

So it is better for the average litjgant; hg.-yj.n.g, ~ fe~ th9µs~nd 
·dollars involved in a Federal court to_ . su~·F~~~\· ~~eryt~ipg -he 
has, and step out of court, than to seek t<;> hti,_gate ~i~s ca~~-,~· .· 
. Norfolk jg en the Elkhorn road, in the .nort~ "PQrtiop.~of· the 

State, or rather the north-central portio~ of-th~ S~te r a ~tt}e- l_ess 
than 200 miles from Omaha, and, as near ~s prapl_1cable,~m~~way 
between the extreme west and the extreme east. r · . 

There are four railroads entering the city fro_m~ t,he differel}t 
points of the compass. It is the largest city in w~t 'Ye ca~rthe 
North Platte country, a city of about 5,000 people, -having a -great 

. many industries, and it js the uatural place for litiey,µts to ~ome 
from the n01·thwest portion of the State. to sett~ thell' .diffi~mlties 
before the Federal court. . . , 

I do not feel th.at I am warranted in·tJl,king the time of the Sen
ate.to +go into .- this matter .J?lor.e in-d~tail, bt;tt_I wish to impress 
upon Senators the fact th~t my constituent~ rn the northwes~ern 

· part of the State of Nebraska fqr all practicable purposes are de
· prived of their rights;by re?son-0f -being compelled to go so far to 
a Federal court. · !fhe amandment carries into execution the law 
establishing a ·Federal court at .Norfqlk, passeq. in 1883 or 1889. 
It can-ies into execut!on. t}le Jaw of two years ago, purchasing 
ground for the purpose of a public building, and it complies with 
Rule XVI in ha.ving been recommended fav9rably by a standing 
conimittee. . 

Mr .. ALLISON. I am constrained to .make the point of order on 
the amendment of the Senator from Nebraska. First. it has not 
been estimated for in the Book of Estimates. Eecondly, it has not 
been recommended through an amendment from any standing 
committee of this body to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLEN. It has been. I beg the Senator 's pardon. 
Mr. ALLISON. I will be glad to have the Senator show me the 

amendment. 
Mr. ,ALLEN. I will do so. The Senator is in error about that: 
In the Senate of the United States. February 7, 1900. Referred to the 

Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 
:May 29, 1900. Reported by Mr. FAIRBA11TKB with amendments, referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Now, with respect to the rule, I endeavored to follow out that 
rule as closely as I could, because I have been a victim of it sev
eral times, and I have some horror of the rule and the manner in 
which it is applied. 

All general appropi:iation l?ills sha.11 ~ r~ferred ·t? the Committee on ~P
propriations, except b1llsmaking appropr1at1ons for rivers and bar hors, which 
shall be referred to the Committee on Commerce; and no amendments shall 
be l·eceived to any general appropriation bill the effect 0f which will be to 
increase an appropriation already contained in the bill, or to add a new item 
of-appropriation, unless it be made to carry out the p~ovisions of some ex
isting law or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution previously passed by the 
Senate durlng that session; or unless- · · · 

There is the exception-
the same be moved by direction of a standing or select committee of the 

enate, or proposed in pursuance of an estimate of the head of some one of 
the Departments. 

It is moved by a standing committee, and therefore comes within 
the exception. 

llr. ALLISON. It may be moved formally by 'ii committee, 
but there is no law anywhere authorizing the erection of this pub
lic building. 

Mr. ALLEN. I would not need it if there was. 
Mr. ALLISON. There is no statute authorizing it, and the uni

form rule bas been that until a public building had been authorized 
a mere amendment reported from one committee to another will 
not justify its insertion in an appropriation bill. If the amend
ment suggested by the Senator from Nebraska is in order, then 
provisions for all the public buildings that all the people can think 
of would be in order on this bilL 

Mr. ALLEN. If I had the law referred to I would not need 
this amendment. The rule certainly can not have a narrow con
struction, such as is contended for by the Senator from Iowa. It 
would be against the policy of the rule itself. Here is a court es
tablished twelve years ago by act of Congress, There is no pub
lic building there. In the Fifty-fifth Congress an act was passed 
appropriating 810.000 for the purchase of a site for a public build
ing, declaring in that act that a public building should be erected 
upon that site. That money was expended, the property was pur
chased, and the Go,ernment owns it now. 

Mr. TELLER. There is a law to establish a building there. 
Mr . .ALLEN. Of course there is. 
Mr. ALLlSON. I ask the Senator to read it, 

Mr. ALL.EN. It will take me some time to turn to it. 
Mr. ALLISON. There is no authority of law for the erection 

of a public building at Norfolk. 
Mr. ALLEN. It says forithe purchase of a site for a public· 

building at Norfolk. I do not know what that means unless it 
means that Congress has declared its purpose to erect a public 
building there, and I submit that the contention of the Senator 
from Iowa will not bear analyl:?is. lt ~ould defeat any law on the 
_face of the earth,_ I hope, in view-of the liberality which the 
Senate and the Committee on Appropriations have shown, and in 
,:view of the .peculiar conditions in my State, which constitute a 
practical denial of justice to a great portion of our people, that 
this amendment may be accepted and go through . 
: -: Mr. HALE. Has it not always been .held, I will ask the Sena
,t.or from Neqraska, with respect t<J public' buildings, that no 
.appropriations can be-mad~ until an act .is pass~d providing for 
. their being erected·~ Olheuwise the whole responsibility would 
be changed to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLEN. That jg a ~ood argument from the Senator from 
Maine, whose State b.as all tlie bi.iildings they have asked for . 

l\Ir. HALE. We have not bad a public building in Maine for 
many years, and do not 'expeet any: · · 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not suppose thereare 40 acres there on which 
public money· has not been spent. · · 

Mr. HALE. There are forty cases like this. 
Mr. ALLEN. The Senator does not want this amendment 

adopted? ·· · 
Mr. HALE. I do not care anything about it. 
Mr. ALLEN. He does not want it adopted because it takes a 

little money out of the Treasury. 
l\lr. HALE. Th-ere are forty different buildings of the same class 

that are coming, and we have always held, until an act js passed to 
provide for the public building, that it can not be in order as an 
amendment to an appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is a subterfuge, with all due deference to 
the Senator. There never has been a rule of that kind for the 
last six or seven years. 

Mr. HALE. I think it is a pretty good point, not a subterfuge. 
Mr. ALLEN. I do not think it is. The Senator and I differ in 

that respect, as in a great many other respects, to my infinite de
light. 

Mr. ALLISON. There is no authorization of a public building, 
Mr. ALLEN. Will you be kind enough to read it? 
Mr. A LISON. I will read it. 
That the Secretary of the Tr easury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

directed to acquire title, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwi e, to sites 
in the cities of Hasting and Norfolk, respectively, in the State of Nebraska, 
on which to erect suitable buildings. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish the Senator would let me have that? I 
am very thankful to the Senator for furnishing me the statute: 
I could not turn to it readily. 

Mr. HALE. I stated that there are forty or fifty cases like the 
one of theSenatorfromNebraska; but on thestrength ·of that stat
ute which provides that the Strcretary may go on and purchase a 
site for the erection bf a public building I withdraw the state
ment. I do not think that there is any such Ii umber,' and I J.o not 
know of any other cases. Where Congress has acted....:....bas passed 
a bill providing for the purchase of land on which to erect a pub
lic buildirig_..:..I do not think after that'it needs any new law' to 
erect a public building. 

Mr. ALLEN. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. HALE. · I did not know there was any statute to that effect. 
Mr. ALLEN. I withdraw all the hard things I said. 
Mr. HALE. I do not want the Senator to do that, b-9cause he 

will want something else pretty soon. I did-not know th: re was 
anv such statute. . . . . . 

:Mr. ALLEN. I read from chapter 339, laws of 1899, l'mitting 
the enacting clause: 

'.rha.t the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to acquire title by purchase, condemnation, or otherwi.E.e. to sites 
in the cities of Hastings and Norfolk, respectively, in the State of Nebraska 
on which to erect suitable buildings, including fireproof vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, and approaches, for the use and accommodation of the 
United States post-office and other Government offices in said respective 
cities, the cost of said sites, r~spectively, not to exceed the sum of 10,000. 

Then it goes on with several subsequent sections, giving direc
tions jn the usual form for the carrying out of this provision, de
claring expressly that these sites are to be purchased for the pm·
pose of erecting public buildings for post-offices~ court-house, and 
other purposes. The amendment is to carry out this law, making 
an appropriation of $50,000 to erect a public building on this site. 
It has been recommended by the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, and complies strictly with the rule. 

Mr. ALLISON. I di.ffer with the Senator from Maine as re
spects the effect of this act, but it still appears that there jg no 
estimate for this building. I did not pay close attention to the 
reading of the amendment suggested by the Senator from Ne
braska, but I suppose there is in his a:t;nendment no limit to the 
cost of this building. 

• 
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Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit 'me to interrupt him, Mr. D4NIEL. I will be very glad to have it pointed out what 

there has teen an estimate, which is higher than the amount I ask. is the distint:tion. · There seems to be a great difference of ·opinion 
Mr. ALLISC>N. For this building?- · and some confus~on as to what is · admissible and what is not. I 

. Mr. ALLE,;.;r. Yes: for this building. ,_ shocldlike to know what is the difference between this case and 
Mr. ALLISON. Where? - tbe:o:ue -which preceded it. 
Ji:Ir. ALLEN. I understand the Architect's estimate is for some Mi'. BACON. I should like to inquire of the Chair if the ruling 

seventy or eighty thousand do1lars, but these people are willing of tbe-""Cbafr is under the thh·d clause of the sixteenth rule. 
to have a building that can be built for $i50,000. -- -rrM·PRESIDENT -pro tehlpore. It is general legislation. . 

Mr. ALLISON. I am informed oy the clerk of the committee Mr.-BA.CON-. ~ The poin't'"fowhich I wish to direct the attention 
that there is no estimate for this building, and if the Se.nat.or will of the Chair is that the ru1e--rtquires that whenever an amendment 
point out in the Boolr of Estimates-that the~·e "is ·one, I shall be -of that kind is proposed all questions re~ative to the relevancy of 
glad to be corrected. - - · - · ·· - · . ·the amendmentt.urder the rule when raised shall be submitted to 

Mr: ALLEN. r ·ao .not know anything about that~ Under the the .Senate g.nd 15e-Oecided without debate .. · _ 
rule it does not require ·an estimate. It -c~tne~ clearly ~ithin the · Tho_J>R~SID~r_r pro tern pore. The question of ~elevancy h~s 
first subdivIBion of Rule XVI. Tlre except10n 1s tbat-1t is made to f not been r;i.1seu'. Il the question of relevancy were raised the Ghan· 
carry out the ptovi<>ions o~ some e,xi~ting l~ a~d that. i~ ~as· be~n would be- 'ob~igetHo S!Jem!t. it to .the _Sena~e. . 
recommended by a standmg committee~- Now, snbdw151on 3 ·of Mr. BACON. Th.e Gba~r s ruhng is based on the ground that it 
that rule reads: . · · . ' .- ·. · ~· ~ ig general· legislation? . · · 

No amendment which proposes geneHllegiSlation shall be receiVPfftoany -· ThB PRESIDENT. pro tempore. General le~islat~on. ,. 
genera.I appropriation bill, nor f:hall anyrunendmentnotgermane orrele-va.nt •· Mr. BACON. - I did hot understand· the Chair. 
tothesubjec~-matter contai~ed in t:qe-bill ·ber~c&ived; ._nor shall any ~mend- ... , Mr. TILLMAN. The qu.estion of relevancy comes in · because 
ment to any item or clause of such bill be received which does ~ot direct]y h · · · ..:i-~t d -ti..: st· t f N . -d · tl · ·a -t' '~ 1 d-relate thereto; and all questions of relevancy, etc. . · · "\!e ave JU~t aUlllh e ue_ a e 0 eva. _a Uil er l. en _lea con l· 

. . . . . . . ti:ms; and if you can admit one State you can adm1t 'haH a dozen 
I will read subdms1on 2. That has bearing ~nit. · · ; · States. At least, that is the c'orrimon-·seilse view· that sfokes me 
All amendments to general appropriation bills moved byCiirection of a so fofoibly"that I shall tisk.the Senate to. pass on:this question by 

standing or select coJil!D.it~e of th~ Senate, pl"Opos~g to increase an .~PI_>ro- ·; · ,,, l' er fr th d · · "f th Ch · - t - Ii th , . - l. t'h-priation already contamed m the bill, or-to add new items of appropriat10n, appva lllo _ o~. e ec1-s~on O e _a~ as. ~ W _ e er OI no., , !S 
shall, at least one day before they are considered, be referred to the Commit- amendment is m order. · If the Nevada amendment had been 
tee on .Appropriations- voted down-kept out-it.Would be a great liardship; a·s this iS ·a 

That has been done- great -hardship to other -states involved, especially..ffoutJi Carolina 
·and Virginia, they having been sued in the Supreme Court" on 
these claims. We ask merely an adjustment of the ·accounts be
tween the· United States ·and the .. States, so that we can know 
·whether they owe us or we owe them. I coilterid that the ques
tion is one of relevancy simply because the Senate has .decided 
that the Nevada amendment is in order. I appeal from the deci-

and when actually proposed to the bill, no amendment proposing to increase 
the amount stated in such amendment shall be received- · 

There is no proposition to increase the amount stated in the 
amendment- • 

In like manner amendmE1nts pro:posing new items of appropriation to 
river and harbor bills shall, before bemg considered, be referred to the Com
mittee on Commerce. 

So it comes clearly within the purview of that subdivision. 
There is no attempt to increase the am1:mnt recommended by·:the 
committee nor to change it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point 
of order. The question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from N ebrr.ska. 

The amendment was agreed to. · 
Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I beg leave to offer an amend

ment to come in on page 67, after line 15. I will state that it was 
reported in due form by the Committee on Claims and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. · - · _ 

The SECRETARY. It is p1;oposed to insert after the amendment 
just adopted, on page 67, the following: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed to 
resettle, readjust, and pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
~propria.ted, all claims pf the States of New York, Pennsylvania, Delaware, 
Virginia, South Carolina., and the city of Baltimore for and on account of 
advances and expenditures made by said States and the city of Baltimore in 
the war of 1812 to 1815 with Great Britain, and in computing interest on said 
advances the Secretary of the Treasury shall apply the following rule, as 
applied by act of Con~ess to the claim of the State of Maryland, namely: 
Interest shall be calcruated upio the time of any payment made. To this 
interest the payment shall be first applied. and if it exceeds the interest due 
the balance shall be appUed to diminish the principal;-if the payment fall 
short of the interest, the balance of interest shall not be added to the prin
ciual so a~ to produce interest. Second, interest shall be allowed on such 
sums only OD which the State either paid interest or lost interest by the 
transfer of an interest-bearing fund, or for such length of time only as the 
State or city paid or lost interes1'aforesaid: Pl"ovided, That in the settlement 
of these claims any bonds or other evidence:i of debt of any of the said States 
or of said city of Baltimore held by the United States on any account what
ever shall be credited as offsets to the United States, and the balance found 
due on the 1st day of Ja.nuary, 1898, after deducting the principal and inter
est on -said bonds or other evidences of debt to the said 1st day of January, 
1898, shall be paid to said States and city of Baltimore, and the said bonds or 
. other evidences of debt shall be returned to the States issuing the same. 

Mr. ALLISON. I venture to make the point of order that this 
_is generallegislation, although it is reported by a committee. 

Tlie PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. , · · 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to call attention to the fact that the 
- case of Nevada was admitted under similar circumstances. This 

amendment has been referred to the Committee on Appropria
- tions and was recommended by the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Chair having ruled, I suppose we will 
have to ask a vote on the question and test it, for it is identical 
with the case which bas jµst been decided in regard to Nevada. 
This amendment comes from the Committee on Claims with a 
favorable report, and.is alJ.thorjzed to be submitted as an amend
ment to the sundry civil bill, and as _the Nevada amendment has 
been sustained I do not see how the amendment just proposed can 
be ruled out. We will have to appeal from the decision of the 
Chair again, as the Senator from Nevada did. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think the Senator from South Carolina 
can move his as an amendment to the Nevada amendment when we 
get the bill into the Senate. I have no doubt about that being in 
oi·der. 

sion of the Chair. · · 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the de

cision of the Chair stand as-the judgment of the Senate? 
Mr. CHANDLER. I did not hear the question stated. I did 

not know that"the Senator had offered his amendment the second 
time. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is the amendment of the Senator from Vir
ginia, which is in identically the same condition in a legislative 
way that the Nevada amendment was. In other words, it is 
here; it has passed the Senate; it has· been reported from a stand
ing committee as an amendment to this bill. 'l'he Nevada amend
;ment was admitted by the Senate on a vote as not being subject to 
the point of order; and I contend that these other States are iden
tically in the same condition that Nevada was, and the Senate; of 
course; will decide whether the Nevada amendment is to remain 
on and the other States are to go out. • 

l\ir. ALDRICH. The difference between these two propositions 
is perfectly plain. The amendment offered by the Senator from 
Nevada· was a simple proposition of an amendment apprppriating, 
without conditions, a certain sum of money to pay an ascertained , 
claim. That suggested by the Senator from Virginia contains 
legislation as to offsets and various other things, which were· not 
in the Nevada case at all. It presents an entirely different ques
tion for the consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. DANlEL. The fact that there are two propositions in the 
amendment does not make it any more general legislation than if 
there were one. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But one is subject to the point of order and 
the other is not. 

Mr. DANIEL. Why is the one subject to the point of order? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Because it -proposes general legislation . 
Mr. DANIEL. It is not general legislation at all. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The one is general legislation in regard to a 

claim, and the other is a. plain proposition for an appropriation 
to pay an ascertained claim. 

Mr. DANIEL. Permit me to say there are no more character· 
istics of general legislation in this proposition than in the one re
specting Nevada. Fourisnomoregenerallegislation than one. It 
does not apply to the whole country. It does not enunciate any 
principal of law. It simply deals with four cases instead of deal
ing with one case. The fact that you do not make an appropria
tion does not make it general legislation, and there is no phi
losophy, no logic, nothing but mere ipse dixit in what the honora
ble Senator says, with all respect to his great learning and skill. 
There is no suggestion of a thought in his language that imputes to 
this proposition general legislation. It is totally unintelligible to 
any mind to say that it is general legislation if you do not appro· 
priate, and it is not general legislation if you do. _ 

What is the distinction which the Senator makes? What prin· 
ciple does he rely on? What is the proposition upon which it is 
contended that an appropriation to pay a State debt is not general 
legislation, and a. proposition to settle a debt of four States is gen
eral legislation? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator .of course does not fail to under
stand the difference. It is so plain that no Senator can fail to see 
it. The Senator from Nevada offered an amendment to this bill 
which appropriated, without conditions and without terms, acer
tain sum of money to pay a claim ascertained by law. All the 
steps were taken. The Senator from Virginia. puts in a proposi
tion for a settlement, not now authorized by law, of a. certain 
claim on the State of Virginia, and goes on to legislate by general 
legislation under what terms and conditions this new settlement 
shall be made. If the Senator fails to apprehend that, then noth
ing I can say or the Chair can say, lam sure, will convince him of 
the difference. 

Mr. TILLMAN. While that may be true jn regard to the Vir
ginia case and the Pennsylvania. case and the New York case, it 
is not true as respects the South Carolina case. South Carolina 
is in the amendment along with the otheF States, because we are 
on all fours with those States as regards the war of 1812. But 
the State of South Carolina has had its case presented to the Sec
retary of the Treasury and a resolution of the Sen.ate passed, and 
reports have been sent here in which the facts are all bro~ht out 
as to the condition of the account. 

While. it may be a very far-fetched and nice distinction which 
some of us can not see as a matter 9f equity, that the provision of 
this amendment which requires the Secretary of the Treasury to 
adjust accounts upon a. known, fixed rule, adopted in the cases of 
three other States, is general legislation, as that act of CongreEs 
has already been enforced in the case of Massachusetts, Maine, 
and Maryland why the Senator should object to having it en
forced in the cases of Virginia and South Carolina and Pennsyl
vania and New York and the city of Baltimore I can not under
stand~ 

It is in accordance with the law, an act of Congress which 
clearly defines what 'the limitations are and how the Secretary 
must adjust the account. It is jnst as plain as the role of three, 
and I confess tbat while I do not like even to hint at such a thing, 
because I do not believe any such feeling exists here, if the Senate 
shall sustain the technical ruling~ it will have the appearance~ and 
I shall regret it that these claims are barred out of this bill be
cause we are south of.Mason and Dixon's line. 

Tha PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question before the Sen
ate is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of 
the Senate? · 

Mr. ALDRICH. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr 'fELLER obtained the floor. 
Mr-. DANIEL rose. 
Mr. TELLER, I understand the Sena.to:..: from Virginia. wants 

to say something. l yfold to him. 
Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, by the courtesy of the Senator 

from Colorado, although much disinclined to detain the Senate, I 
beg leave to say a few words on this subject. The positive asser
tions of the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island do not 
amo11nt to any statement of any principle and do not discriminate 
any line of thonght. Anyone can see the difference in point of 
fact between a. proposition to state an account and pay the balance 
and a proposition to pay a balance already ascertained. These are 
differences in the subjects-matter of the amendment and differ
ences in the facts which concern them, but why one should be 
considered general legislation a-nd another special legislation is 
not a question which he has at all gone into except by his indefi
nfte assertions. 

Let us state the case, Mr. President. The amount which may 
ba due to a particular State or due by a particular State is the 
subject of an account. With another State the account bas been 
stated. Now, what is the difference between the two cases? 
N othm,g but a diversity of fa.ct; and yet the Senator insists that 
it is general legislation if you provide for a. settlement of an ac
count, but not general legislation if yon provide for the payment 
of an account. 

The character of the legislation is not indicated by the subject
matter or by the method with which yon deal with it. It must 
be very clear that if a proposition to pay one State $100 is not gen
eral legislation a proposition to pay five States $100 also is not gen
eral legislation. In neither ease is there legislation which affects 
the generality of society, which concerns the whole public by a 
general rule of !aw; nor has any tangible notion been suggested 
by the Senator in which you can discriminate between the two 
cases. Under these circumstances, then, with the utmost respect 
for the opinion of the Chair, I shall be constrained to vote that 
thls amendment is admissible. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I wish to say only one word 
more respecting the amendment. I am in sympathy, as r have 
said before on this floor, with the general suggestions respecting 
the claim of Virginia as- well as respects the claim of South Caro
lirur. The Committee on Appropriations, seeing the difficulties 
that surround these claims by means of positive legislation for 

their settlement, proposed an. amendment here which dealt with 
all these questions in a way whereby they could be intelligently 
and carefully considered by people who have the accounts before 
them. · 

Now, the Senator from Virginia brings in an amendment here 
which proposes not only to settle the claim of Virginia and South 
Carolina, but also to settle the claim of New York, which has not 
been before the committee or the account stated, so far as I know, 
,and the claim of the city of ·Baltimore. The amendment which 
he proposes is not an amendment that applies to the South Caro· 
lina case at all a.s it exists. It is a claim which proposes an ad
justment of certain matters only, whereas I understand the South 
Carolina. claim involves not only the war of 1812, but also the 
Indian wars of 1 37, 1838, and 1839. _ 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator from Iowa will cut this 
Gordian knot by proposing or asking unanimous consent that the 
original amendment of the committee, which was objected to and 
ruled out of order, shall be.restored to the bill. That will relieve 
us of all this unpleasant predicament in which we find ourselves 
by reason of the fact that one State has received recognition in 
this bill and other States are ba1Ted out. If the Senator will a-sk 
unanimous consent I hol>e nobody will object1 and we will get the 
amendment back, and then simply provide for an accountfag and 
adjustment, an.d a report which will be a basis of future legisla
tion and future appropriation. 

Mr. TELLER. M-r. President, the Nevada; claim is different 
from any other of these claims. All these claims have been be
fore the Committee on Claims ever since I can remember; that 
is, ever since any connection I have had \vith that committee, 
which is now pretty nearly twenty-four years. They have been 
here again and againr and the committee have reported theni. 
Some: of them have, I think.. passei the Senate, bat if not they 
have frequently been reported favorably. · As to theNevadaclailll. 
by law, we submitted that que-tion to the ~ecretary of the Treas
ury and he reported. We a utharized b1m to adjudicate that claim. 
He did so, and that was a findiug which the Gov1:rnment of thf3 
United States ought to be bound by. As I said beforer that is a 
claim which I regard to be just as mnch adjudicated exactly as I 
do a Government bond. 

Now, Mr. President thfile is some controversy that never has 
yet been settled by any Department of the Government as to these 
other claims. We have determined again and again in the com
mittee that they were just and proper claims, and while the Gov
ernment has some claims against these States-for instance, South 
Carolina, and therefore there is an offset-their position is just as 
good £!nd they ought to he just a.s sacretl as a Government claim. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator from Colorado will alfo~ 
me--

Mr. TELLER. It is not creditahlethat after thirty, forty1 fifty, 
sixty, or seventy-five years we are still settling claims that ought 
to have been settled years ago. Now I will hear what the Senator 
.from South Carolina wants to say. . . 

Mr. TILLMAN. I calI the Senator's- attention to the fact that 
as far back as 1858 there is an act of Congress under which the 
Secretary of the Treasury was to report what would be the amount 
due to certain States. In that i·eport, which is an executive docu
ment on.file in this Ca.pitol, it is stated that in 1832 the United 
States owed the State of South Carolina. 8i8,000- and that in 1858 
the interest on that nm had brought the amount up to $202,000. 
There is an acknowledgment under an act of Congress coming 
from the Secretary of the Treasury that the United States owes 
the State of South Carolina that muAfl money. 

Now, under the resolution introduced by me at this' session of 
Congress and passed by the Senate instructing the ""ecretary of 
the Treasury to report in regard to these matters and additional 
items in regard to the war of 1836, 1837, and 1838, the Seminole 
"ar, has been looked jnto, the matters have been adjusted, the 
statement has been sent here in a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and the entire account of South Carolina. is shown, pay
ing off the $248,000, which we owe the United States on a::coµnt 
of Indian trust bonds. That is accounted for in this report. 

Then it ·is shown by the letter of the Secretary of the Treasury 
that the United States owes the State of South Carolina now 
5178,000 on account of those two wars, and that there is no more 
dispute about i'.t and about its validity and its justice and 'its 
equity than there is about one of the bonds of which mention bas 
been made here, issued by the Government for its public USO". 

Mr. TELLER. I am quite well aware the Senator is correct as 
to the statement of the adjudication of that claim. The only 
trouble is that the Government of the United States ha.a got a 
claim against the State of South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Bnt our claim is $178,000 more than their 
claim,. and all we ask is thatwe maybe allowed to r ay the United 
States all we owe and stop the snit which is now pending in the 
United States Supreme Court against the State to have us pay 
for bonds which we have already paid for and on which they owe 
us interest instead of we owing them. 

~ - . . 
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Mr. TELLER. If the Sena.tor will let me say just a word now 
and will take the floor after I get through I shall be glada 

I think these claims ought to have been allowed as we had pro
vided for them in the committeet e~cept as to the claim of Nevada, 
which ought to have been paid. There oug4t-to have been an 
appropriation for that claim. The provision that the comm~ttee 
put in the uppropriation bill to give to the Department & chance 
to cast the accounts between these two States and determine and 
settle the claim was satisfactory, I understand, to the Sena.tors 
from those States. They are . being harassed and sued under a 
provision that nobody, I think, here is responsible for that got 
mto one of the appropriation bills . . I :cever heard pf it. I cer-
tainly would not have agreed to it. · · . _ 

Mr. ALLISON. It was not in an appropriation bill 
Mr. TELLER. It was not in an appropriation bill, but in some 

other· bill. It came in here fn some way. I never heard of it. I 
ne"Ver would have consented to it myself, as long as we knew these · 
matters were in dispute between these State-sand the General Gov
ernment~ that the Government should ~ring !}nit against the States. 
We are quite capable of settling this matter, and it ough~ to ~e 
settled, although we do not seem to have be~n capable of domg 1t. · 

It appears to me that -we ought to. ~estore at least to this b~, 
which I think we ought to be able to do _by the unanimous con- -
sent of the Senate, this provision which sub~its to the Depart- · 
ment the cas.ting of these accounts and a final settlement, and a 
suspension of these suits until that can be done. . 1 

The Senator from South Dakota objected to it and raised a point 
of order on it, because, I suppose, his amendment was ruled out 
on a point of order. I never saw any reason why his amendment 
should not have been incorporated and become a part of it, for the 
State of South Dakota has a legitimate claim. Just the amount 
of it I do not know,_ but it is a legitimate claim and the Govern-

. ment undoubtedly owes the State of South Dakota. 
I -should like to suggest that we reinstate this provision in the 

appro-priatiol! act just as it was, by the consent of the Senate, if 
nobody is going to raise any point of order on it, leaving out the 
State of Nevada, which I think ought tote left out. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to say that I would be very glad to 
do that. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know whether anybody will object to 
that or not. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that we 
may reinsert the provision on page 61, with the exception that 
'·the State of Nevada" where it occurs in lines 19, 20, 22, and 23 
may be stricken out. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President--
Mr. TELLER. I trnst the Senator from South Dakota will 

agree to that. - -
Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall not object provided this is added 

at the end of it: After the word" Congress,"line 25, page 68, insert: 
And with the State of South Dakota. for a.nd on account of expenditures 

made by said State in connection with the outbreak of Sioux Indians in 1 90 
and 1891. 

Then the provision reads: 
And a.ny compromise or settlement they may make with the said States\ re· 

spectively, shall be fully reported to Congress for its future further action, 
s~ting the amounts, if any, which should be paid by the United States to any 
of said States a.nd the a.mounts if any, which should be paid by any of said 
States to the United States, etc. 

I do not ask for any appropriation. I simply ask that this ac
count may be adjusted like the rest of them. 

Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent that that may be 
added. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President~ I shall object to that. 
Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt South Dakota has some claim 

on account of the Indian wars of 1890 and 1891, but neither has 
the Committee on Appropriations, nor~ as far as I know, has any 
committee of this body considered the question as to the amount of 
those claims. Whether they are State cf aims or individual claims 
it does not appear. 

Mr. PETTIGREW.· I say "the State of South Dakota," not 
individual claims. . 

Mr. ALLISON. The claim of the State of South Dakota against 
the General Government? -

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes; I simply want an accounting, that 
is all. . 

Mr. TELLER. Has the State of South Dakota filed claims with 
the General Government? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, sir. -
Mr. ALLISON. Then I have no objection to its insertion. 
Mr. TELLER. I wish~to say further that the State of Colorado 

has claims, but I will not ask leave to insert them in this bill I 
want to provide for the States tha.t are in troub~e, and Colorado 
is not in any particular trouble; it can wait, Virginia and South 
Carolina particularly need this legislation. I hope nobody will 
object. 

l\11·. TILLMAN. Now, I want to appeal to the indulgence of 
the Senate for a moment and to the Senator from Iowa that I may 

give a little explanation and leave it to.hisdISccetion as to whether 
he will accept the proposal I will make. : 

Mr. TELLER. Let us see if we can get the Senate to accept 
what has been proposed. . · 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to see if I can not enlarge it in my 
State a little, ~d I will give the reasons. If the Sena.tor does not 
want to enlarge it; of course I will let it go in as it is. The rea
sons I give-are so :pTessing that Senators will at once see the impor
tance of it, and I alluded t-Oit the other day. There has no'tbeen a 
day ~ce 1~60 when South Carolina could receive any consideration 
in Congress; w~ occupied a peculiar condition, one of political 
disinhe~tance, so to speak, and if we have fallen on happier days, 
I think we are to be congratulated upon having gQtten to a point 
in our history where even this outcast daughter of the Union can 
~·eceive justice -at the hands of the Senate. 

Now1 in ~he last month we have had notice to our governor, 
coming fronrth~ Comptroller of the Treasury, of a claim which 
he is pressing. At least he offers the State anopportnnityto give it 
a hearing to-determine whether or not the accounts-shall be en
tered against the State of $340,000 for the war of 1860, on account 
of stores seized by a colonel of a South Carolina. regiment under 
order of the governor of the State at the arsenal in Cha.rleston. 

It can be very readily understood that if there -is to be a continu
ation ·of these-duns, so to speak, of these demands on our State 
to settle, it behooves the State-to look into the matter and see what 
she has got to settle with. , 

You gentlemen have noticed within the last week the discovery 
in an old lot of rubbish-in South Carolina-of-a document bearing 
on the claims of ·the State of South Carolina for Revolutionary 
war expenditures. They were paid by the State afte1r the settle
ment of 1793. I have that document, and it is a very interesting 
historical relic. It shows that at the time when that book was 
printed, which is a· brief prepared by the State'S'agent, there-were 
indubitable proofs that the _United States owed South Carolina 
in 1858 for expenditures during the Revolutionary war something 
over $300,000; and if we are to have the civH war brought up and 
thrown into our faces, with demands that we shall pay for the 
stores that we seized, we ought to have a general accounting for 
everything between Sonth Carolina and the United States from the 
foundation of the Government up to elate. 

Mr. TELLER. That js what we will get lmder this provision. 
Mr. TlLLMAN. No, sir; we do not. For :the war of 1847 we 

have claims for $32,000 for money we spent in the Mexican war. 
Those claims are not in this bill, and I should like to put them in, 
if you will permit me. I submit it to the chairman of the com
mittee. I should like to insert a provision that the_ proper offi
cers-the three officers mentioned, the Secretary of War, the 
Secretary of the Treasury, and the Attorney-General-shall con
sider in regard to South Carolina the claims of the war of the 
Revolution, the Na:r Qf 1812, the Indian war of 1836 and 1837, the 
Mexican war, an<l the civil w~r, and let us have a cle;in,straight, 
clear account, and settle once for all, and not. have me coming 
here twelve months from now with.another cl~im or an effort to 
get justice for my State. It is simply an accounting; that is all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the mysteries of legisl3tion 
in the Senate of the United States ought to be written up by 
eomebody who is competent to deal with the subject. A point of 
order is made against an amendment and it goes out on a point of 
order, and subseqnently-:-possibly the Senator making the point 
of order might be absent from the Chamber-a proposition is 
made that unanimous consent shall be given that it be restored to 
the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator is here who made the point of 
order. 
- Mr. (}ALLINGER. I understand so. Hemightnothavebeen. 

Mr. TELLER. 1 will say to the Sena.tor that if he had not been 
present I should not have made the request. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I understand the Senator always deals 
fairly, and I would be the last man in this Chamber to make a sug
gestion t0 the contrary. But I was simply trying in my rough 
way to illustrate the parliamentary procedure of this body; that 
is all. ·It does not come under the inhibition of the commandment 
which forbids us to worship things under the earth, or above the 
earth, or on the earth. We might, I think, worship our parlia
mentary~procednre with entire respect to that cmnmandment. 

Mr. President, I rise simply to say that I shall not be an ob
jector to the extent of permitting the provision in the bill as it 
came from the Committee ·on Appropriations to be restored by 
unanimous consent if it is thought wise to do it> but I shall object 
to enlarging that provision by including the various points tha.t 
the Senator from South Carolina has called attention to, that his 
State-

Mr. TILLMAN. I have not Ihade that as a motion. I simply 
called attention to certain historical facts. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, that is what I said. 
I shall object to enlarging this provision by inserting those old 
claims of South Carolina (whether they are valid or not I do not 
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kno;) or inserting any claims in behalf of South Dakota, which Mr. STEW ART. They are not left out. 
it seems do not stand on all fours with these other claims. Mr. PERKINS. They are not included in thia amendment. 

New Hampshire has a claim against the General Government Mr. TELLER. They are in the one here. 
for the large sum of $400,000. It bas been reported by the com- Mr. PERKINS. Not in the amendment proposed by the Sena. 
mittee of this body and has had at least recognition to the extent tor from Virginia. 
of being on the Calendar of the Senate for sometime. I appre- Mr. TILLMAN. That has gone overboard, and we a.re putting 
bend that neither Senator from N~w Hampshire will ask to have back in the-bill the amendment proposed by the committee. 
this old claim projected here·to-da:y.tQ get it on this appropriation Mr. PERKINS. The Senator is mistaken. As I understand it, 
bill. Possibly at a later date the suggestion may be made thatJt the Senator from Virginia appeals from the decision of the Chair. 
ought to go on some other appropriation .bill-the deficiency bill- The Chair is undoubtedly right according to our rules. But I 
but I think we ought to pause in this matter to-day. If we restore : would do almost anything to help out our f1iends from Virginia. 
the provisions that the Committee 01:r-Ap.P,ropriations put on this and South Carolina if it is possible to do so under our rules. 
bill in violation of the rule that has been; talked about so much Their cases arecexcepjional and different from any others that are 
here to-day, I think we ought to ·stop righ~ th.ere. 1f this unani- now presented. · A suit is pending by the United States Govem
mous consent includes the enlargement :of the ~mendme-nt ;re- ment against those respective States, and as a solution of this dif· 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations, I shall have to object. fl.cult problem l would suggest to the Senator from Virginia that 

Mr. TELLER. Do I understand the Senator to object? - he ask unanimous consent that his own State of Virginia and the 
· Mr. GALLINGER. I do not object to the original proposition-. State of South Cai:olina be alone included. If not, California cer-

Mr. TELLER. I understand tliatthe Senatorfrom South' Caro- tainly can not be excluded, and I think Oregon is entitled to be 
linadoes not propose an enlargement of it. · included. 
- Mr. TILLMAN. I have not 'offered any motion. I simply Mr. STEWART. If the Senator will allow me, the proposition 
called attention to certain facts which I will discuss with the made by the Senato1.-from Colorado is the proposition of the com· 
Senator later on when I press this othe:r claim. . mittee, omitting Nevada. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator -from Colorado Mr. PERKINS. Brit the Senator from South Dakota would 
asks unanimous consent that the amendment on p~ge 67 of the not consent to that. Therefore it is now another proposition. 
bill for the settlement of certain State claims be restored to the Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I beg leave to state in answer to 

·bill. · · the honorable Senator from California that I would have been 
Mr. TELLER. Omitting Nevada. very glad to have asked a settlement of the Virginia case alone, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore.· Omitting Nevada. but I did not think that it was proper in a bill which referred to 
Mr. TELLER. And,adding this: matters of the same character and which had been associated to-
An, _ d with the state of South Da.lfota for and on accou_ nt of expenses. gether for years in this body to simply ask for the settlement of a 

- claim that affected my own State. I did, however, after offering 
Do I understand the Senator from New Hampshire to object? the other amendment, have an amendment sent to the Committee · 
Mr. GALLINGER. · I do object to any enlargemenfof the origi- on Appropriations that the committee might have the whole mat-

nal proposition. ter before it, one which simply referred to the State of Virginia, 
Mr. TELLER. I did not understand the Senator to mean that. that it, according to its discretion and judgment, and the Senate, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? according to its discretion and judgment, might do as it saw fit. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I object, :Mr. President. · Mr. PERKINS. Senate Report No. 544, part 2, of the Fifty. 
The PRESIDEN'l' pro tempore. The question before the Sen- fifth Congress, fully sets forth the claims of the State of Cali-

ate is, Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judgment of fornia, and they have . been reported favorably again and again 
the Senate? • by the Committee on Claims. They are here in this document, 

·Mr. ALDRICH. I certainly hope the Senate will not vote down but I realized that we were laboring under many disadvantages, 
the decision of the Presiding Officer ~m this question, especially and as your , committee were considering this whole subject 
in view of the fact stated by the Senator.from Iowa that two of by referring it to the Secretary of the Treasury, the Attorney
these claims have neverbeenpresentedaccordingtolaw, and have General, or the Secretary of War to examine into and adjudic.ate 
never been reported upon, and never have been reported from any the claims, that appeared to be a proper solution of the whole 
committee. matt.er. _ 

Mr. DANIEL. Every one of those has been reported. I really hope that my friend from South Dakqta will permit the 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Iowa says that the State Indian war claims of South Dakota to go over with those of Cali

claims of the State of New York and the claim of the city of Balti- fornia and Oregon and other States that have similar claims. 
more have not been reported upon.. Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I am becoming a little con· 

Mr. ALLISON. As to details. fused about this bill. l find the title of it is "A bill making ap-
Mr. ALDRICH. As to details. propriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
Mr. ALLISON. Of course, the amendment has been reported. fiscal year ending June 30, 1901;" that is to say, it is for sundry 
Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to state that there is a detailed state- civil expenses next year, beginning July 1. To be sure, it says 

ment, which was before the committee from the Secretary of the "and for other purposes," but I am afraid we are loading on the 
Treasury, as to each one of those claims and the interest calcu- bill more" for other purposes" than it contains:for the next fiscal 
lated, and that it was called for as to the particular one in which year. I think that if all these various propositions are to be put 
I am interested as far back as 1858. In Executive Document No. upon any bill they ought to be put upon the deficiency bill; and 

· 17~ Fifty-first Congress, second session, there is a detailed state- I suggest to the Senator from Iowa to ask unanimous consent to 
ment and estimate as to each of those claims. have everything dropped out of this bill that is a deficiency, and 

Mr. CAFFERY. May I ask the Senator to state in response to then when we come to the deficiency bill we can stay all summer, 
what that statement was furnished. · · if it is necessaxy, and pay all the old debts of the GOFe'rnment. 

Mr. DANIEL. In reply to a resolution. The Senator from South Carolina says it is time that all these 
Mr. ALDRICH. What document is· the Senator reading from? claims should be swept away. There is no time like the eve of a. 
Mr. DANIEL. Executive Document No. 17. Presidential ·election to make these appropriations, and we will 
Mr. ALDRICH. Of the present Congress? , just have a clean sweep if the Senator from Iowa will stand by 
Mr. DANIEL. No, sir; of the Fifty-fi~st Congress, second ses- us on the deficiency bill, and never leave Washington until we 

sion. . have paid all the old debts of the Government, 
Mr. ALDRICH. This is not the Fifty-first Congress. Mr. HALE. Let me say to the Senator-.-
Mr. DANIEL. I knowitisnot. Itisamerematterof somany Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. . , 

years' interest. Mr. HALE. My remarks are perhaps sainewhat affected by 
Mr. ALDRICH. It is a mere matter of four or five Congresses, the fact that I have the misfortune of being in charge of the de

w hen the rule applies to this Congress and the presen~ question ficiency bill and I do not want to see it added to. Let me say to 
and the present time. - the Senator this is by no means a deficiency. A deficiency bill is 

Mr. DANIEL. I did not state that it came in under any rnle. simply to cure deficiencies in 'the current appropriations of the 
I was merely answering the statement of fact, as I understood it, year in order to maintain the Government and to carry it on. If 
made by the Senator from Iowa. it is found that appropriations have not been made amply in any 

:Mr. ALDRICH. The rule requires that it shall be done now, branch of the Government, a deficiency is to cure those. defects 
and what was done eight or ten years ago in regard to some other and to give enough to run it unj;il the first day of the next July. 
question has no application here. That is what a deficiency isi technically. If anybody invokes 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Presidept, while I am in full sympathy technicalities, as the Senator has certainly done, my point that 
with the Senators from Virginia and South Carolina, and while I th~s is not a deficienc~ ~ good. ';l'h~ fact i~, it is ?either a de
reirret exceedingly that the Senator from South Dakota felt it his fic1ency nor a sundry. c1VIl appropriation. It is a claim. It ought 
duty to raise the point of order, yet it is not clear to me that this not to go on either bill. The Senator's statement about sundry 
amendment should be offered now, including the States of Dela-1 civil expenses and my statement about deficiencies, bot~ of which 
ware, Pennsylvania, New York, the city of Baltimore, with the are conect, s~ow cl~arly and ~bsolutely th~t thes~ c~a1ms ought 
State of California and the State of Oregon left out. not to be on either bill. That 18 not what either bill is for. 
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We did, two years ago, take up this whole question, and we sent 

all these claims and everything to the Committee on Claims. It 
was the understanding that at each session that committee would 
report an omnibus bill containing the good claims, and it did so 
once certainly, and, I think, twice. Which was it? 

:Mr. TELLER. Once. 
Mr: HALE, It did so once, and we p.assed the bill, and it was 

a happy solution. That committee is still existent, and it is a 
strong, vigorous committee. It has the confidence of the Senate. 
It ha.s put its bill through once, and it ought to have reported a 
bill this year putting all these claims on the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. There is a bill reported this year. 
Mr. HALE. Instead of the Senator from South Carolina, with 

bis vehemence and his determination to get his State claims 
through, and the Senator from Virginia--

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from South Carolina, if the 
Senator will permit me, is not disturbing the United States. It 
is the UnitedStates disturbing South Carolina, and I, as her rep
resentative here, simply ask that you allow South Carolina to show 
that you owe us instead of we owing yon. 

Mr. HALE. The Government has sometimes tlisturbed South 
Carolina when the Senator has not consented to it; but that has 
to be done once in a while in the march and course of historical 
events. 

l\Ir. TILLMAN. We usually try to pay our honest debts, what
ever other sins we are guilty of, e.nd we are ready to do it now. 

Mr. HALE. It should ·not come from the Committee on Ap
propriations, and I am glad the Senator has made this point. This 
claim ought not tO be on the sundry civil bill, and with equal and 
greater force it ought not to be on the deficiency bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now 1 will read page 229 of the statute of 
1857. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I believe I have the floor, Mr. President. 
Mr. TILLMAN. With the Senator's permission-I know he 

will kindly consent--just to show that we are not the first Sena· 
tors who have done this thing, and will not be the last, I want to 
read the statute. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will yield to the Senator. 
Mr. TILLMAN. These are sections in "An act making appro

priations for certain civil expenses of the Government for the 
tiscal year ending the 30th of June, 1858. :' Look at the language 
in that appropriation bill, and see if you do not recognize it: 

SEC. 12. And be it/urther enacted, That the proper accounting officers of 
the Treasury be, an they a.re hereby. authorized and directed to reexamine 
the account between the United States and the State of Maryland, as the 
same was from time to time adjusted under the act passed on the 13th of 
May, 1826, entitled "An act authorizing the payment of interest due to the 
State of Maryland," and on such reexamination to assume the sum expended 
by the State of Maryland for the use and benefit of the United States, and 
the sums refunded and repaid by the United States to the said State, and the 
time of such payment as being correctly stated in the account as the same 
has heretofore been passed at the Treasury Department; but in the calcula
tion of interest due under the act aforesaid the following rul~s shall be ob-
served, to wit: - -

futerest shall be calculated up to the time of any payment made. To this 
interest the payment shall be first applied, and if it exceed the interest dueil 
the balance shall be applied to diminish the principal; if the payment fa 
short of the interest, the balance of interest shall not be added to the princi
pal so as to produce interest. Second, interest shall be allowed the State of 
Marr land on such sums only on which the said State either paid interest or 
lost m terest by the transfer of an interest-bearing fund. 

SEC. 13. And be it further enacted, That if, upon such reexamination of the 
account and application of the above rules, any money shall be found to be 
due to the State of Maryland., the same shall be paid out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Approved, March 3, 1857. 

I will call the attention of the Senatortfrom Maine to the fact 
that under this very rule his State and the State of Massachusetts 
have recovered from the United States $668,000. 

.Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, that is precisely an 
enforcement of the point which I made. These things have been 
heretofore upon appropriation bills, but the Senate and the House 
got so tired of it that two years ago they declared that all these 
matters should be taken 'out of appropriation bills. I did not 
know that the provision to which the Senator has referred was in 
an appropriation act. 

Mi·. TILLMAN. Yes; in the sundry civil act. 
Mr. HALE. I did not know whether it was or not. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I say so on my own responsibility, because I 

have examined it. . 
Mr. HALE. I know Maine was not provided for on an appro

priation bill. 
Mr. TILLMAN. No; but I say under the rule established in 

that case in 1858 the States of. Maine and Massachusetts have re
covered from the Government 6668,000. 

Mr. HALE. No; Maine recovered on a general bill, not on an 
appropriation bill. My point was that this thing had become an 
insufferable nuisance to everybody. We could not get through 

. an appropriation bill without the Senator from Iowa being badg
,ered day after day, not on subjects of great national importance, 
-not on appropriations for running the Government, but on claims 
of Stat.es and counties and towns and individuals, men and women, 

• 
children and babes, with all sorts of things to be thrust on appro
priation bills. 

That is my point, that so intolerable had become this frantic 
pressure every time an appropriation bill was brought in, and 
especially in the last days of a session, when we do not spend 
time on the real subjects of the bill, but on these importunate 
claims that are thrust upon us; and if you oppose one of them, 
you are met with ferocity on the other side as though you were 
making a personal point against the Senator offering it. That 
had become so intolerable that two years ago we decided that all 
these things should go, not to the Committee on Appropriations 
and not into the sundry civil bill, to which the Senator from New 
Hampshire objects, and not into the deficiency appropriation bill, 
to which I object, but that the Committee on Claims should re
port all these bills, and then we would consider them in a proper 
way on an omnibus claims bill coming from the Committee on 
Claims; and there is where they ought to be now. 

The Chair, I have no doubt, having in mind what has been the 
purpose of the Senate and what has been the course in the last 
two years, has ruled that this is a subject of general legjslation 
that should not go on an appropriation bill, but should go to one 
of the committees which consider subjects of general legislation. 
It would be a strange thing to me if the Senate should verrule 
the Chair. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine is 
correct.in stating that, strictly speaking, these claims should not 
go upon the deficiency appropriation bill. My point was that they 
certainly ought not to go upon the sundry civil bill for the coming 
year. lf they go anywhere, they should go on the deficiency bill. 
The Senator from Maine knows that it has been the custom not 
only to make appropriations on the deficiency bill for deficiencies 
for the current year, but also for deficiencies for prior years; and 
if, accordiilg to the custom of the Senate, these various proposi
tions are to go on any bill, they should go on the deficiency bill. 
I hope that it may be delayed in some way and thrown off of this 
bill, so that the Senator from Iowa may make some progress; and 
if we are to discuss such claims, and if they are ruled in order or 
not in order, or if they are voted down or voted up, that that shall 
be done upon the deficiency bill. 

The honorable Senator from South Carolina has a. pa.per which 
shows the various acts under which the State claims have been 
paid. I find only tw.o of them where payments were made upon 
appropriation bills. They have been special bills nearly all the 
time. There was a special act for Virginia, March 3, 1825; a spe· 
cial act for Maryland, May 13, 1826; a"Special act as to Delaware, 
May 20, 1826; a special act as to the city of Baltimore, May 20, 
1826; a special act as to the State of New York, May 22, 1826; a 
special act as to the State of Pennsylvania, March 3, 1827; a spe
cial act as to the State of South Carolina, llarch 22, 1832. 

It seems the State of South Carolina did not get her Revolu
tionai·y claims fully adjusted under that act. Then we come to 
the act for Maryland, which was passed March 3 1857, and which 
was a provision in the sundry civil appropriation act. The Mas
sachusetts and Maine bill was a separate one, and was passed July 
8, 1870. There was a special act for Alabama, January 26, 1849; 
a special act for Georgia, March 3, 1857; a special act for New 
Hampshire, January 27, 1852; and then one more special act for 
the State of California, August 5, 1854. 

If the Senate had been obliged to debate all these various State 
adjustments on either the sundry civil or the deficiency appropria
tion bill, there would have been no end to the discussion, and I am 
afraid no end to the sessions of Congresg. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from New Hamp
shire ought to recognize that the amendment, which has just been 
ruled out on objection, does not provide for an appropriation; it 
does not provide for any payment of money. It simply provides 
for an adjustment of the account by the officers of the Govern
ment, so that they can report next winter for the information of 
Congress the amount that is due by the State to the United States 
or by the United States to the State. The Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH) shakes his head, out he has not read the 
amendnient . 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, if the Senator from South 
Carolina will allow me a moment, I have made no objection to 
that clause, but lam confronted by the fact that the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGHEW] says he must have something on 
the bill, and the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] says hemust 
have something on the bill, and my colleague (..Mr. G.A.LLINGERl 
says New Hampshire has a good claim, as she has, of $400,000, and 
we shall be complained of in our State if we are not as smart as 
the Senator from South Carolina and the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Are you being sued? 
Mr. CHANDLER. I therefore say that all these additional 

claims certainly ought to be left until the deficiency bill is reached, 
and then we shall have more time to discuss them. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Has anybody come in on a conference report 
and provided that the State of New Hampshire should be sued? 
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Mr. CHANDLER. No, Mr. President; and I do not think
Mr. TILLMAN. Yet such a provision came in here last year, 

and was passed through without anybody knowing of it, and with
out it being specifically pointed out that any State that owes the 
United States on account of Indian trust bonds shall be sued 
unless they settle up. My State· is ready to settle up and will 
settle up. Why do you not let her..settle up? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Where were tte two Senators from South 
Carolina when the bill pas eel Congress? 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator ought not to ask that question. 
Helrnows the Senator from South Carolina is usually in his seat, 
trying to attend to his duty as a Senator from South Carolina; but 
no Sena.tor can t.ell what is sneaked through in one of these con
ference reports, unless he gets up and makes inquiries. 

Mr. -CHANDLER. Well. there are some very dangerous things 
that go through on appropriation bills, I notice. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator does not seem to understand the 
amendment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am speaking about the amendment proposed 
by the Committee on Appropriations. 

.Mr. ALDRICH. I am talking &bout the amendment pending 
before the Senate; which reads: 

And tie Seer ta.ry of the Treasury is hereby directed to suspend nntilfur
ther action of Congress any act or proceeding which be has taken under pro
visions of section 4 of the act approved March 3, 1899. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chail'). 
The question is Shall the decision of the Chair stand as the judg
ment of the Senate? 

Mr. DANIEL. I withdraw the nippeal, Mr. President. 
Mr. rrILLMAN. I took the appeal~ but I will withdraw it and 

let yon gentlemen, who are so honest and decent and pleasant and 
generous, take care of this thing in your own way. (Laughter.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The appeal is withdrawn. 
Mr. DANIEL. I was about to say-
Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer another amendment. 
:Mr. DANIEL. I believe l have the floor, .Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senat.or from Virginia. is 

recognized. 
Mr. DANIEL. I shall be glad to yield to the Senator from 

South Dakota in a few moments. 
I wish to say that the position we ocoupy in this matter has been 

one which, I think the Senator from New llampshire for_gets, has 
rather been forced upon us by the action of the Senate in the un
known passage through this body and the other, on a conference 
report on the Spanish war• claims. of a general provision for the 
suing of States, there being nothing on the face of any paper 
before the Senate, and nothing in any communication made to 
the Senate upon the floor, to apprise us that such a matter was 
proposed. 

1 would also state in respect to this particular matter, in answer 
to what was said by the Sena.tor from Rhode Island, that there 
was laid before the committee .a communication from the Secre
tary of theTreasurybringing down a statement, so far asmy own 
State was concerned, from the general statement made in 1892 by 
the then Secretary of th-e Treasury to the present date. 

:Mr. ALDRICH. I did notTefer to Virginia. 
M.r DANIEL. But as the appeal has been withdrawn, Mr. 

President, I shall say no more at present about the matter. 
Mr. CARTER. I ask unanimous consent for the insertion of 

the amendment which I will send to the Secretary·s desk to be 
read. In conn-action with the request l wish to make a brief 
statement. 

By an ·act of Congress approved in 1895 the county of Dawson, 
in the State of Montana, was .authorized to construct a bridge 
across the Yellowstone River. ln that act the county was re
quired to put .a draw in the bridge, which cost about $15,000 ex.tra, 
·On a river on which there is no commerce at all. It was an over
sight. The War Deparlm.ent reports that there bas been no com
merce on that river since 1883. There are no boats at all upon 
the river. 

Above this bridge a short distance is a.railroad bridge; indeed, 
railroad bridges cross it frequently. There are numerous rail
road bridges; but thel'e are no draws in those railroad bridges. 
The pier was, of necessity, put in the middle .of the stream at a 
point where the current is very swift, and operated to cause an 
ice drift or a gorge to form at that point, which swept this bridge 
ont of the stream in the winter of 1899. The bridge had cost in 
the neighborhood of $75,000. The bridge is about to be rebuilt. 
The plans and specifications are prepared for it. It crosses the 
river, which divides this large county in about two pieces, about 
one-half of the population residing north of the river at the county 
seat and the other half of the population sonth of it. 

I desire to offer this amendment now to relieve the :peop1e of 
that county from the wholly needless expense of putting a. draw
bridge in that stream, there being, as I have stated, no commerce 
at all on the river. The amendment has been favoraWy reported 
substantially as I offer it by the Committee on Commerce. 

The PRESIDJNG OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
Mr. ALLISON. Do I llDderstand that the Senator from Mon

tana asks unanimous consent of the Senate to offer the ame.nd
ment,-recognizing that it is not in order? 

Mr. CART~. I do. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

. The SECRETARY. Afte!-' line 17, on page 114, it is pwposed to 
msert: 
. That the J?l'Onsions of an. act entit.l~d "An act t o authorize the constrnc

b on of a br idge across the ~ ellowstone River, in th County of Dawson State 
of Montana," approved l:<' ebroary 26, 1895, so far as thev -relate to and r~quire 
a dra~ span t o b~ erect~ ~nd maintained, a.re hereby so far modi.fled as to 
perm.it t he .ereC?tJ,on of an Il'on or st:eel bridge mider said act, without erect
lDJ? and ma.mtau nng a. draw span m such bridge: Provided. howeuer That 
the spans of said bridge, >vhen 1·epaired and constr ucted shall give n~t less 
than l l!O feet clear space between the pien\ and t hat t he two easterly spans 
shall grrn a clear head-r oom of 25 feet above 10w water, as defined in the Gov
ernment snrr-eys t the locality. 

Mr. HQAR. I shoul~ hlre t~ inquire of the Senator why he 
moves th1s amendment 1f there 1S no commerce on the ri~er? 

Mr. CARTER. The original act provided that there should be 
a drawbridge.: and instead of repealing the act and having another 
act passed I srmply ask that these onerous conditions be eliminated 
from the law. 

Mr. HOAR. If there is commerce on the river there should be 
a drawbridge: and if there is not ·any co.IIl.I!lerce' on the river, it 
seems to me these elate.rate provisions are out of place, and would 
seem to admit that there is some commerce. 

Mr. CART.ER. I suppose tbat the desire of the Government 
is to retain some control over these meandering streams so as to 
pre-vent obstruction from being placed in the streams--' 

Mr. HOAR. What has the Government to do with the matter 
if theTe is no commerce on the river? 

Mr. qAB:TER. I d~mbtwhethertheGovern~ent has anything 
to do with it; and I think an am~ndment providing that any per
son or county should erect a bndge ovel' the Yellowstone River 
would be entirely adequate and proper. 

Mr. HOAR. I will not object; but I think the provision rather 
a queer one. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will not object to it; yet I have seen every 
morning here bills coming from the Committee on CommeTCe for 
the COJ?.Strnction of bridge:; passed without obj_ection. We pass 
such bills every day; and rt seems to me that it would be wiser 
for the Senator to have Sllch a bill passed as a separate mea.Sllre, 
upon the recommendation of the Committee on Commerce. I 
shall not, however, object to the amendment. · 

Mr. CARTER. A bill has been reported favorablycby the Com
mittee on Commerce, but it is vel'y obvious at this stage of the 
session that these people will be compelled to invest $15,000 in a 
useless drawbridge unless this amendment is passed. 

M.r. TELL~R. I want to say to the Senator from Montana that 
if this were in Colorado, I sliould insist on the right to build the 
bridge without any reference to the General Government. If it 
is not a stream having commerce, the Government has no control 
over it whatever; and any provision of that kind in a bill may be 
treated with absolute contempt if the State chooses to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Th-e question is on the amend
ment submitted by tbe Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER]. 

The amendment was a.greed to. 
Mr~ HANSBROUGH. I offer the amendment which I send to 

the desk, to come in after line 13 on page 80. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment wm be stated. 
The SECRETARY. AJter line 13 on page 0 it is proposed to in-

sel't: · 
. Fo~ the survey of lands in the Fort Bnford abandoned military reserva· 

tion, m the States of North Dakota and Montana, to be made in the manner 
as other surveys of public lands are made, $11,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does that come from the Committee an Pub
lic Lands? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It has the unanimous report of that 
committee and is recommended by the Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I would suggest to the Senator from Vir

ginia that if he wonld ask unanimous con.sent that this part of 
the paragraph should be inserted in the bill, there would prob
ably be no objection to it: 

..tlnd the. Secretary of the 'fiaaslll'Y is hereby directed to suspend nntil 
furt~e;i- act1on of pongress any act or proceeding which he has taken under 
prov1Slons of section 4 of the act approved March 3, 1 '99, en titled "An act to 
amend an act entitled 'An act to reimburse the governors of States and Ter
rit-0ries for expem:es incurred by them in aiding tho United 'tates to raise 
~nd orga?i~e and supply an~ equip the Volunteei· Army of the United States 
m the eXIStingwar w1th Spam,1

,, as respects the States of Virginia and South 
Carolina.. 

That would suspend litigation and leave the question of settle
ment fol' future ac.tion on the part of Congress, and then the 
claims of these States may be subsequently taken up together and 
disposed of. I ask unanimous consent, unless the Senator from 
Virginia .objects, to the insertion of what I have read. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest that the Senator make the sus- ·I must go in, too." I sat silent and was content to let them. go in 
"Pension for two years, and then I sball not object to the proposed ' anyhow, but the Senator from New Hampshire steps up and says, 
amendment. "You can not get themin unless I get mine in." 

:Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. PTesident, I shall object to anything ex- l\lr. GALLINGER. The Senatol' is misstating my position en· 
cept to the 1'epeal of the-provision authorizing suits against the tirely. I made no suggestion that a New Hampshire cfai.mwould 
States, because, if we have to be sued, I JJ1'0fer 'to trust the Su- be offered to this bill. On the contrary, I stated it would not be 
preme Court of the Uruted States to recognize the claims oI the offered, ana if the -Bena.tor naa listened carefu11y be would ha:ve 
States \Vhlch ha'-e been aeclared to be valid by the Secretary of R:nown that. 
the Treasury and by prenous acts of Congreas, rAfher than attempt Mr. TILL MAN. I believe I did the Senatm' an -injustice. It 
to get justice here. 1 will not consent to anyfhing otheT than .a was not that .he ·~'B.nted his aollar, but .he objected to putting 
i·epeal absolutely of the provision authorizing tb.e suits to be be- South Dakota in. It was not dog-in-the-manger policy on hisjlart, 
gun. Otherwise let the suits go on. but -was just simply a little contrariness. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I -wish to ask the Senator from Yrrginia Mr. GALLINGER. 13e that as it may-
whether or not tbese claims of tba States of Virginia and Sol.1th Mr. TILLMAN. l beg the Senator's pardon for using that 
Carolina against foe General Government are not proper offsets plain word, bnt I did not intend any personal offense. 
which can be Retup in the -snits that a.re broughii against them, lfr. GALLINGER. Well, -the Senato1· is always-amiable an~ 
and whether, if at the end of the suits it is found that the States delightful in his language, and never disturbs-me in the least de
owe to the General Government, the court will Liot be authorized gree. 
to find those facts? Mr. President, I thought I yielded a considerable point when I · 

'Mr. DANIEL~ Mr. Presiaent. l would not ea.re to express a consentea, after tbe claims of Virginia and South Carolina had 
legal opinion on that -subject. There are diffi.cnlties abont that gone out on a. point ·nf order, to have the extraordinary parlia
iwhich make this 1egislation desirable. menta117 sugge~tion made .and ac~ea on lh:at they Iillght be re

l was about to offer an amendment affecting my own State, and -stored by nnarumous .consen~. l aid not obJect to that; but when 
I send it to tbe Secretary's desk and ·ask that it may beTead .and they began ~o enlar.ge the list, when. So~th. Dalrnta.JJ!oposed to 
inserted at the point where the]ll'eviOllS amendment WiS offerea. have her claim put m here, 1 saw no Justice .in pernutting that to 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr . .PreSident,_ I u~derstand tbe suggestion of be d~me,. and I did object to ha~ng the list ~ged, either. by 
:the Senator from South Dakota. ~s still ·before the Senate but I putting m the South Dakota claim or the old Indian war clarms 
hope the Senator will wi.thnold that for one :moment. ' of South Cartifina or i:he -claim of Da1ifornia. . 

1 want to.say, respecting the claims of the States of South Caro- ~r. President, 1 ihou&"ht I Rcted -v~ry-generouSlyto~ara my 
1ina. and Virginia, the first step taken was that tb.e accounting fr1ena from Sooth Carolina; .and I thillk honestly that he owes 
officers of the Treasury examined these claims and settled them me~ "IIlore -ample a:pology tb.an be has yet made . 
.alo~g in the years nmning ·from 189..2to1830 and 1849; tha"t these Mr .. T~T:MAR I am perfectly willing to make se_venteen 
~la.1ms have been once settled, and settle_d without the payment of apologies, if the SP..nator wan_!is them; but ·the fact .re~a:ins that 
mterest; a:nd therefore· they can not be opened, unless -they are llere we are -sued by the Umte.a States, and the Umted States 
opened by legislation, .for the consideration of any court as re- Congre~s ·W111. not affOl"d us :reti~. Se~ators 'know th.is is a ju~t 
spects those offsets. and -pro~ thmg to ao, and y~t they will not overrule the Chair 

These claims were opened for reexamination B.Dd Teconsidera- and isustain the amendment. 
tion in every ·.case where they .have been considered, and if it was M.r. CHA~DLE:R. I understand that nobody now wants ihe 
not for the impediment .o~ the law .respecting these claims, the ~outh Carolma smt to go on except the Senator from South Caro-
'~c.ounting officers of the Tr~ would need "Do statutory pro- hp.a. . . • 
VJ SI on for the 1mrpose of settlmg them. .They coula 'then .settle .Mr. TILLMAN. 1 am perfectly willing to let it go on. 
them; but they ean not now do so miless the:re is some authority The PRESIDE~ pro tempore. Perhaps the Chair can reliev·e 
gtven them wherebyinterest·may.be paid upon theadvancesmade the Senatelrom ihe dilemma it 1s m and 'Stop further discussion 
·by these several States in 1812andin the Seminole war. Sownen by saying 'that if 'the committee!s amendment is offered in the 
~ Committee. on Appropriations inserted _these provisions, they Senat~ as an am~dment to 'f?e. b.ill h.e will vio1ate hls -rule and 
mserted them m order that these States, berng pressed with suits sn"bmit the questwn nf nrder, ·if 1t lS .rru.sea, to the Senate. 
should have an opportunity of placing as .an offset to the claim~ Mr. TILLMAN. Whenthe bill gets mtothe Senate the amend
of the Uni~d St~tes the claii;ns .that ~ad been paid by eight or ten ment as propose.d !n the ~ill will '!>e in or~er, and the .Chair,. in· 
States of this Umon under -sunilar CJr.cnmstances. Xherefore all stead of ruling 1t 011t of .order, will submit the question to the 
:these devices will accomJJlisb nothing;unless we go into the ques- Sena.le to determ1n~w.hefher it'Shallgoln. the billor not. I think 
tion of allowing the Government officers to reopen these claims. that is cutting the Gordian knot . 
. I want to say to the S~nator _from. So~th Carolina. that, in my !-'he PR~SIDENT _pro tempore. No. 1f th~ point of order is 
Judgment, he makes a mistake m obJecting to the suggestion pro- l'ais~d ~ga.mst the au;ien~ment wnen off~red m ihe Sena~, the 
posed by the Senator from-South Dakota, becaus~:Lnot one of the iChair will, contrary to hIS custom, snbm1t the question of order 
claims of South Oaro1ina can be made a .set-off to the bonds to the Senate. 
which the United States holds against these States. Mr. STEW ART. The a.m~nament omitting Nevaaa? 

:Mr. TILLMAN. Well, the1·e is this about it: The Supreme '.fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the com-
Coi;irt can not ~ell South Carolina out, eve~ i~ you get a judgment. m1ttee. . 
Th"IS matter will have to come to som-e dec181on by Congress some Mr. PENROSE. I aesue to offer an amenament. 
day or other. As soon as the court have examined into the cases :Mr. DANIEL. I have offered an amendment. 
and have had ~n opportunity to determine what is equitable, I . T.he P~SIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Vii--
suppose they will make some decree; but I prefer -to.trust them gm1a desire theRm€ndment stated? 
:rather than to trust to getting unanimoug consent here from Sen- .Mr. DANIEL. I do. · 
ators who are determined that the claims of their Stales, which The SECRETARY. It is prop9sea to add, after the amen"dment. 
-are of only ten ·years' standing, shall be ·recognized while my adopted on page ff7, the foUowmg: 
State fails to bava claim1' recognized wbich are ninetY years old. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, _I .repudiate the suggestion 
of the Senator from So-nth Carolina. I have made nl:> objection in 
'Connection with his claim 01' the Virginia claim or any other claim 
except to having it considered on an appropriation bill. As I un~ 
aerstand the proposition of the .Senator from -South Carolina I 
will vote for it as a separate measure. What I said was that the 
'Senators from New Hampshire would be blamed if they did not 
m~ke. an effort to get the New Ha:m_pshire claim upon an app:ro
-pr1ation bill when other Senators were gatting their State claims 
-upon appropriation bills. 'That is my position, Mr. President; and 
I do not want to be told that yon can not get justiceintheUnited 
States Senate for South Cai·olina or for Virginia or for any other 
So~thern S~ate,. because the rule~ ~ the _Senate preventing legis
lation of thIB kind upon appropriation bills are en.forced against 
·one State as well as against another State. 

ltlr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator will not get excited over 
something that did-not touch him at all. 1twasthe other Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. G.A.LLINGER] to wb.om I alluded and I 
did that in no disr.egpectfulsplrit, butsimplycalleda:ttentioi{ to the 
fact, which is very pa.tent here, that we would have had no trouble 
a.bout this matter but for the fact that the 'Senator from South 
Dakota said, "If yon put these claims in, the claims of my State 

The Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to adjust the accounts 
between the United States and the State of Virginia, as stated in the letter of 
the Secretaty of the !I'reasu:ry ~ntained in Executive Document No. 17 
Fifty.first-Congress, -s-econd session, and to "'restate and settle said account~ 
according to the prin_ciples of the statements made on pages 5 and 7 of said 
document, and adoptmg July 1, 1882, for the &'ttlement, at which time the ac
counts aforesaid would have almost evenly balanced had settlement then 
"been made; but it is provided that the State of Virginla shall not be charged 
with Treasury settlement No. 7554 of 1889, amounting to "$16,923. 70. 

..Mr . .ALLISON. l make the same -objection that I <lid to the 
other. It is genera11egislation. 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope I may be permitted to say a word. Do I 
understand the Sena.tor from Iowa to object to that? 

.Mr. ALLISON. I do. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 

of order made by-the Senator from Iowa. 
Mr. RAWLINS. On page 53 of the bill I move to amend by 

stiik~g out _the_-word ''station,)' in line 9, and inserting the word 
"stations;" m line 11, on the same page, I move to strik-e out the 
word "point" and insert" poin~;" and in the same line, after 
"Idaho," I move to -insert the words "and Utah." 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment is not in 
order until the bill is in the Senltte, the amendmeut having already 
been agreed to as in Committee of the Whole. 

I 
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Mr. RAWLINS. I withdraw it for the p1·esent. 
Mr. PENROSE. I offer the amendme:at which I send to the 

desk. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert at the end of the bill 

the following: 
That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

directed to reexamine and reaudit the claim of the State of Pennsylvania for 
money expended in 1864 in liquidatiu~ the indebtedness incurred by the 
governor and Eecretary of War for milltia. called into the military service 
under the proclamation of the President of June 15, 1863, and to fully indem
nify the State for the money expended: Pl ovided1 That the amount to be 
paid to the State of Pennsylvania under the provisions of this act shall not 
exceed the sum of $!6,345.26: And provided further, That the amount found 
due be paid out of the unexpended balance of the appropriation made by 
act of Congress approved April 12, 1866, for the payment of said militia, 
which is hereby reappropriated if the same is not available. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order that the amendment 
proposes general legislation. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. One moment. AsI understand, this amend
ment, in the shape of a bill, has been considered by the Commit
tee on Military Affairs and reported favorably from that commit
tee and has been passed by the Senate. If I am not mistaken, a 
bill for this purpose bas been passed by the Senate no less than 
three or four times. 

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator is right. It has passed the Sen
ate a number of times. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That does not make any difference. 
Mr. ALLISON. It is legislation notwithstanding. It is the re

opening of an account settled in 1867 and fully paid at that time, 
except that there was a question about interest. This is a ques
tion wholly of iiiterest and nothing else, and it stands upon all 
fours with every question we have been debating. . 

.Mr. COCKRELL. This is for money borrowed from a bank by 
the State; and when the appropriation was made three or four 
months afterwards to pay it, the bank necessarily demanded in
terest upon it. It was a loan by the bank to the State and the 
.State had to pay interest. -

- Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly; but that does not change the 
situation. This is a claim--

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not think there has ever been a case 
where the State has actually paid interest where there was a 
refusal to reimburse the State for the interest actually paid. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the very case wa have been d~bating. 
The State of Virginia has been paying interest all the time. 

Mr. FORAKER. I rise to say that I hope the point of order 
raised by the Senator from Iowa will be sustained. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been. 
Mr. FORAKER. I think it was properly made; otherwise I 

shall have to present the same claim precisely on behalf of the 
State of Ohio. I have withheld offering it simply because I thought 
it would not be in order. It is a claim amounting to nearly $500,-
000, which the State of Ohio paid and to which it is justly entitled 
and for which it ought to be reimbursed; but I did not think this 
the proper time or pla-ee to present it. But I want to give_ notice 
that if any of these claims are allowed I shall insist that our claim 
be allowed also. 

Mr. ALLISON. The State of Iowa borrowed $300,000, every 
dollar of it from the banks of its own State, and it has been paid, 
but not the interest, and there is expectation that some time it 
will be paid. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In accordance with the notice given two 
or three days ago, I now move to strike out the proviso on pages 
135 and 136, which I ask the Secretary to state. 

Mr. PENROSE. I call the attention of the Senator from New 
Hampshire to the fact that my amendment has not been acted 
upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been ruled out. 
Mr. CULLOM. It bas been ruled out on the point of order. 
Mr. ALLISON. It was ruled out. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenatorfrom NewHamp

shire bas the floor. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I rose before the Senator from New Hamp

shire. - However, I will not interfere. I will gladly wait until he 
has concluded. 

Mr.- GALLINGER. I beg the Senator's pardon. I was recog
nized some time ago. There h~ been quite a debate going on 
since I was recognized; but I will yield to the Senator from Indi-
ana with pleasure. · 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I thank the Senator. I was not aware of 
his prior recognition. Mr. President, I rise for the purpose of 
offering an amendment although it may be subject to the po~nt 
of order which has been fatal to other proposed g,mendme.nts. As 
the 1:1enior Senu,tor from Missouri says, in terest paid by States on 
money borrowed constitutes, ll!lder the act of 18!H and the joint 
resolution of 1862, as decided by be Supreme Court of the United 

States in the New York case, a perfectly valid and absolutely just 
claim against the Government. 

Indiana has a claim for payments on account of discount upon 
bonds and interest paid thereon for the support of the Federal 
Government during the civil war amounting to over $600,000, and 
I offer an amendment to the bill, and trust it may receive favorable 
consideration. There exists no more meritorious claim than this. 
Its payment has been delayed much too long. I have upon a former 
occasion explained fully its character. It has received the favor· 
able consideration of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will allow my amendment to remain 
quiescent until this matter is acted upon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Indiana will be stated. . . 

The SECRETARY. After the amendment adopted on page 67, it 
is proposed to insert the following; '. 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
pay to the governor of the State of Indiana, or to Iµs duly authorized agents, 
the claims of the State of Indiana for interest paid on bonds sold, and ex
pense of selling said bonds, properly incurred by said State for enrolling, 
subsisting, clothing, SUJ?plying, arming, equippin~, paying, and transporting 
troops employed in aidmg to suppress the rebellion, heretofore filed in the 
Treasury Department under the act of Congress approved July 27, 1861, en
titled "An act to indemnify the States for expenses mcurred by them in de
fense of the United States," and the joint resolution approved March 8, 1862, 
entitled ".(foint resolution declaratory of the intent and meaning of a. certain 
act therein named," without regard to any statute of limitations or any ac
tion heretofore had with respect thereto in said Treasury Department; such 
payment to be upon proper vouchers filed and passed upon by the proper ac
counting officers of the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON. I make the same point of order on the amend· 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. , 

Mr. GALLINGER. I now move t.o strike out the proviso on 
pages 135 and 136, which I ask the Secretary to read .. 

The SECRETARY. On page 135, line 20, it is proposed to strike 
out the following: · 

Provi.ded, That in the settlement of claims of officers, soldiers sailOl'S, and 
marineshor their representatives, and all other claims for pay and allowances 
within t e jurisdiction of the Auditor for the War Department or the Au
ditor for the Navy Department, in which it is the present practice to make 
deductions of attorneys' fees from the amount found due, no deductions of 
fees for attorneys ol' agents shall hereafter be made, but the draft, check, or 
warrant for the full amount found due shall be delivered to the payee in per
son or sent to his bona fide post-office address (residence or place of business). 

Mr. STEWART. I do not think that a.mendmentought topie· 
v~. - . 

Mr. DANIEL. I object to the amendment. It is general legis
lation. 

Mr. STEWART. It is general legislation. 
Mr. ALDRICH and others. The proposition is to strike it out 

of the bill. • 
Mr. STEW ART. To strike it out of the bill? Then I am in 

favor of it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
~k -

The SECRET.A.RY. On page 73, line 25, before the word" P1·rr 
1:ided," it is proposed to insert: 

And said superintendents, assistant inspectors, supervisors, and rangers 
shall, under the direction of the Secretary or the Interior, examine all lands 
within the boundaries of any forest rE::servation that belong to any land grant 
railroad ~mpany and have not heretofore been sold iu good faith for a valu
able consideration, and report to the Secretary the character and value of 
said land, and pending such examination and report none of said lands shall 
be exchanged for other lands outside of said reservation. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, the amendment I propose 
is a provision for the protection and administration of forest reser
vations. Three years ago in an appropriation bill we provided 
for the protection and administration of these reservations, and 
intended to provide that any actual and bona fide settler who 
had taken a claim within a forest reservation afterwards created 
could exchange his land, if he desired to do so, for a like area of 
the public domain. It was the intention of the· law tO allow a 
settler whose land was embraced in any forest reservation to ex· 
change his land, if he desired to do so, for lands outside of the 
reservation, acre for acre. 

But certain words were inserted-I know not whether in confer· 
ence or in the original bill, and it makes no difference-under which 
the Department has decided, and I think rightly decided, that a 
land-grant railroad company can exchange the worthless lands
lands from which the timber has all been cut, tops of mountains, 
the inaccessible and snow-capped peaks of the Rockies and Sierra. 
Nevadas-for the best land the Government has, acre for acre. 
So they have swapped lands on the Cascade range, which are cbv
ered forever with ice and snow, not worth a tenth of a cent an 
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acre, for lands worth from six to ten dollars per acre in the val
leys of Wa8hington and Oregon and Idaho and :Montana, thus 
depriving the settlers of a chance to secure these lands, besides 
enlarging the grants of the railroads to that extent. 

Now, my amendment simply provides that these lands shall be 
inspected and examined by the officers who have charge of the 
reservations, and they shall report to the Secretary the character 
of the lands that belong to these companies, so that in the future 
we can make a proper adjustment-not an adjustment by which 
they shall receive a thousand times more than that which they 
surrender-and that while the appraisement is goipg on no more 
exchanges shall be made. That is all that the amendment aims 
to accomplish, and it is one in the interest of the public beyond 
all auestion, suspending the operation of a law which Congress 
would never have passed if it had been discussed. -

Mr. STEWART, Is your amendment intended to include per
sons who have bought of a railroad and are in possession of land? 
_Mr. PETTIGREW. No. If any person has bought land of a 

railroad company, he can go on with the exchange. I only aim 
to suspend the spread of this pernicious practice until the matter 
can be thoroughly investigated. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have the amendment again 
stated. 

:Mr. ALLISON. I wish to say that this amendment, as it ap· 
pears to me, is general legislation. Certainly on the statement 
made by the Senator from South Dakota it changes the existing 
law. I hope -he will not press it on this bill, because if he does I 
shall be obliged to make the point of order that it proposes general 
legislation. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to say that I do not believe it is 
subject to the point of order, because it prescribes the duties of 
these officers 'who are provided for and the method of the expendi
ture of the appropriation now in the bill. Therefore I do not be
lieve it is subject to the point of order. It seems to me if it is 
possible to insert the amendment we ought to do it and protect 
the Government and the people of this country against the execu
tion of a law which we never would have passed if we had known 
what it contained. 

Mr. ALLISON. If it is so pressing, I should think at this long 
tession of Congress the Committee on Public Lands would have 
given us some information that would have enabled us to act 
intelligently on the subject. 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator from Iowa will yield for a mo
ment, I desire tq make an explanation with reference to this 
amendment. . 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator from Montana, be
fore he begins, whether this legislation was on an appropriation 
bill and where th~ Senator from South Dakota was when it was 
adopted? 

Mr. CARTER. I think the legislation was placed on an appro
priation bill. It was recommended by the Committee-on Public 
Lands, and was supported unanimously, I think, by that com
mittee and likewise by the Committee on Appropriations. The 
conditions out of which the legislation grew seemed to bring to us 
at that time necessity for immediate action. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 
Mr. CARTER~ Certainly. · 
Mr. ALLISON. I wish to give notice, so far oo I can, to Sena

: tors that I shall be glad to have theni complete the.bill to-night. 
I want to finish the bill this evening . . I think it very important 
that we should do so. I believe it can be finished in a very short 

· time if we will go on with it. 
Mr. CARTER. Admonis.hed by the suggestion of the Senator 

from Iowa, I will be as brief as possible, in order to get a clear 
view of the situation before the Senate. 

For many years, it will be recalled, Senators from the Western 
country most strenuously objected to the establishment of forest 
reservations in the States, in the Rocky Mountains, and on the west 
coast. • There seemed to be an irrepressible demand, constantly re
curring, for the establishment and maintenance of these forest 

. reservations. It was insisted that their existence was necessary 
to preserve the water supply of the country, to preserve the tim

. ber from rnthle~ destruction, and to prevent forest fires by a 
·proper system of"f>atrol. Conh·ary to the wislies of the Senators 
and Representatives from the country affected, forest reservations 
were finally, by sweeping Executive order, created. 

Having been created, the reservations including, in many in
stances, millions of acres of land, an unfortunate condition of 
affairs was found to have been brought into existence. All settle
ment was checked, prohibited within the limits of the reserva-

. tions, thus preventing the building of the schoolhouse by the 
neighbor ·who ~ould come in next year to assist it, and it left 
these people practically upon a reservation without possibility of 

. expansion or normal development. The railroad companies owned 
within the limits of some of the reservations quite extensive areas 
of timber. By the rules and regulations we pr<tctically had ar-
1·anged to confiscate their property. 

XXXlTI-39~ 

To meet this compressed situation this law was passed permit
ting an exchange, acre for acre, of land within the reservation 
for unappropriated public lands outside of the reservation. These 
exchanges have gone on. Generally speaking, the timbered lands 
in the reservations are better than the remaining uplands unap
propriated on th& plains. In the State of Montana, where the 
largest reservations exist, outside, I believe, of Colorado, I have 
yet to hear from a private citizen or through public print the first 
complaint of any abuse arising under this exchange system. It 
has proved satisfactory to the people; it has proved satisfaetory to 
the press, and, in so far as I know, to everyone having to do with 
the public affairs of that State. 

When this matter was first brought to my at"ention, about ten 
days ago, by a telegram from Montana, I undertook to look it up. 
Finding that it was to be pressed, a couple of weeks ago I tele
graphed to the gentleman who had sent me the telegram, request
ing him to send a statement of the facts connected with the mat
ter. Omitting the names, I will read bis statement, so that the 
sentiment of the State, so far as it could be hastily gathered from 
thi8 source-and this gentleman is a man of wide information
may be gleaned from the letter. He says: 

Replying to your telegram of this date

Tha t is, of May 22-
Replying to your telegram of this date, asking for information in regard 

to.the act of June 4, 189i, and the effect it.s r epeal would have on citizem of 
Montana, I have the following to offer: 

Several stockmen of the State are at this time owners of large tracts of 
forest-reserve lands, which they have purchased in good fai th, to be used in 
making lieu selections under the provisions of said act. The eompany of 
which I am president is also the holder of several thousand acres of these 
lands. If the act should be repealed, practically without consideration, by 
making the repeal measure a. rider on an appropriation bill, it would work a 
serious financial injury to these people. 

Whatever may be said to the contrary, the fact is this act is a benefit to 
our State, in that it has aided, and can further aid, in placing the stock busi
ness on a permanent basis, by enabling the cattle and sheep men to acquire 
titles to lands in sufficient quantities to establish ranches where they can 
feed their stock in winter, rather than, as in the past, letting them 1• rustle " 
for themselves on the ranges. There is little or no danger of monopoly, for 
the price of· these base lands-from $4 to $4.50 an acre-precludes the possi
bility of acquiring vast tracts by any individual or company. There has 
been wonderful progress in Montana the past two years in the line of estab
lish.iiig permanent ranches and feeding plan ts by the stockmen, and nothing 
has tended more to this result than the availability of land scrips-soldiers' 
additional and the forest reserve lieu rights-at a price that has enabled the 
stockmen to acquire titles and extend their plants in a modest way. 

This is done in a legitimate wav, too, without resort to the fraudulent 
methods of having Tom, Dick, and Harry enter and make proof on land for 
the benefit of the stockmen. The stock industry of Montana is a great one, 
and it is growing o~ new and. better lines. To thC1se engaged in thiS industry 
the right to make lieu selections under the act of June 4, 1897, has been and 
is of great importance, and I believe the stO<'kmen generally of the State 
would feel it to be an injury to them to have this act re:{>ea.led. 

This act has not been taken advantage of in a speculative way in this State, 
either in selecting range or timber lands. Every acre entered, so far as I 
know, has had in view the promoting of these industries, and the benefits to 
the State have been of the most marked character. -

But for the real merits of the case we must look at its other side. The 
Government has created large reserves and by so doing rendered practically 
WOl'thless lands held by individuals and corporations within the limits of 
these reserves. For the double purpose of enabling the Government to own 
all the lands within the reserves and to compensate in part the. private own
ers the law of June 4, 1897, was enacted. 

It was nothing more than a fair provision, and at this time nearly all the 
lands within the reserves available under the act have been relinquished to 
the United Stat()s and made the basis for lieu selections.. To repeal the 
measure now is somewhat aldn to loc.lrin·g the stable door after the horse is 
stolen. If there is mischief in this enactment, it is already done; but I am 
convinced that instead of its being harmful it is, in fact, a measure uf justice 
to those who have private land holdings within the reserves and a positive 
benefit to the public-land States, where advantage has been taken of the lieu 
privileges. There is so much to be said in its favor that I am surprised it is 
proposed to effect the repeal of the act by the "rider" method instead of 
lettin~ it stand on its own marits and stand or fall after fair consideration 
and discussion. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is that what is trying to be done 
now? 

Mr. CARTER. The proposition here is practically to repeal 
this law or suspend it until some vague and indefinite time in the 
distant future . 

Mr. ALLISON. I insist upon the point of order. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is of oninion that 

this is not general legislation, as there is an appropriation of 
three or four hundred thousand dollars for these surveyors, engi
ne.era, etc. This seems to be a limitation upon the method of dis
posing of the appropriation and de5.ning certain duties of the 
officers. 

Mr. CARTER. It will be found, I think, upon an inspection 
of the amendment, that it actual!y suspends the law, a general law 
now in operation . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. But that is not necessarily 
general legislation. It is the rule of the House that no amendment 
shall be in order which changes existing law. That is not the 
rule in the Senate. The rule in the Senate is against general legis
lation. The Chair is not inclined to think that it is general legis~ 
lation. It rules that the amendment is in order, and overrules 
the point of order. 

/ 
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Mr. RAWLINS. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 

the amendment. 

Mr. President-- The SECRETARY. On page 73, before the word "Pro1:ided, 
I hope the question will be put on agreeing to insert: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, a short time ago I endeavored 
to get established in my State a forest reservation, and I was in
formed by the Secretary and the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office that under the operation of the law in force at present 
the grossest outrage was committed by the exchange of laud within 
forest reservations, practically worthless, for the most valuable 
lands to be found anywhere in the country belonging to the Gov
ernment; that by reason of this fact the Department had sus
pended the creation of any further reservations and would not 
order the establishment of further forest reservations until some 
such provision as .this had been adopted· so that where a party or 
a corporation hold lands on a forest reservation they could only 
be permitted to exchange it for equivalent land elsewhere. It 
seems to me that it is a meritorious provision and ought to be 
adopted. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President--
Mr. ALDRICH. -Let the vote be taken on the amendment. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I am reluctant about letting a vote be 

taken until it is further discussed. 
The amendment is just simply that we suspend the exchange of 

these lands until we can investigate their value. I say they are 
exchanging lands from which they have cut all the timber for 
heavy timbered land of great value; that they are exchanging 
lands covered with ice and snow that are not worth the tenth of 
a cent an acre for lands worth 810 an acre. They are thereby 
shutting out actual settlers from the good lands, and that the law 
as now administered, which was never discussed in Congress is 
practically an enlargement of the grant which can not pos.sibly 
be justified by anybody. 

Mr. ALLISON. May I suggest an amendment which occurs to 
me now? I know, in the nature of things, a good many settlers 
upon these lands must have gone off and taken other lands. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not disturb them at all. 
l\lr. ALLISON. The suspension ·of this law should certainly 

not operate to hinder or delay those who have already taken ad
vantage of it to the extent of partially exchanging lands. 

.Mr. PETTIGREW. I only suspend the operation of the law 
as to lands at the present time owned by the land-grant railroad 
companies. I do not suspend it as to those that have been sold 
in good faith for a valuable consideration, nor as to any actual 
bona fide settlers, and for this reason, that the bona fide settler 
has got as good land as there is in the reservation, and therefore 
no harm can come from his exchange; but where the railroad 
company has a land grant that takes good and bad, all alike, if 
they can exchange hunch·eds of thousands of acres on the tops of 
mountains that are worth nothing for the best land the Govern
ment has, an injustice must be worked by an enlargement of the 
grant. I want to suspend that until we can determine the ques-
tion; that is all. . 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator allow me an inter
ruption? I thought I understood the purpose the Senator has in 
view, and I am heartily in sympathy with it if it is properly 
expressed. As I understand, under the law as "it stands now, 
exchanges may be made of land of equal area without regard to 
value. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Exactly. 
Mr. JO~""ES of Arkansas. But it is the intention of the Senator 

that for exchanges to be made in the future-not those in the 
past; that is past and gone-but for exchanges to be made in the 
future there shall be an ascertainment of the value of the land 
owned by the Government and of the other ]and, and the ex
changes shall be on the basis of the valuation and not of area. 

Mr. STEWART. That will be very proper. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. That is what I aim to get. 
Mr. ALLISON. Now, that fa a difficult thing to reach. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Idonottryto reach it in this amendment, 

It is because of these difficulties and for fear it would be general 
IegisJation if I added that, I aim to suspend the operation, intend
ing that some action of Congress may adjust this matter upon 
that basis; that is all. 

Mr. TELLER. I will state that there is a bill here, and it is a 
House bill, touching this matter. I think it would be well to pass 
this amendment and then legislate on the subject, because it is 
only a question of the suspension of the railroad lands as long as 
it does not interfere with settlers. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As this can be, in my opinion, ad
justed in conference in such a way as to make it operative, I 
would be glad to see it go into the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the amendment be read again. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Th&-amendment will be again 

read. . 

And said superintendents, assistant inspectors, super·dsors, and rangers 
shall, under the direction of tho :::>ecretary of the Interior, examine all lands 
within the boundaries of any fore t re~erva.tion that belcing to any land
gra.nt railroad company and ha.ve not heretofore been sold in good faith for 
& valuable consideration, and report to tho Secretary the character and 
value of said land· and pending such examination and report none of said 
lands shall be exchanged for other lands outside of snid re er\'ation. 

Mr. PENROSE. I make the point of order that this is general 
legislation aud contrary to the rule. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has overntled that 
point of order. It has already been made. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. STEW ART. I have one amendment to offer that I hope 

the chairman of the committee will consider favorably and not 
object to it as being amenable to a point of order. On page 10, 
line 7, after the word "Service," I move to insert: 

Toward the construction of an addition to Providence Hcspital, to be 
erected on the grounds of said hospital, under the supervision of the ur
geon-General United. States Army, $10,00). Provided, That said addition shall 
be exclusively for persons unable to pa.y, who shall be sent there by the Sur
geon-General of the United States Army and the authorities of the District 
of Columbia. 

I will state that they have a most eligible plaee and they are 
doing very excellent work, surpassing almost any meed of praise 
that can be conferred upon them. Any person can go there and 
see it. I present a resolution of Spanish war veterans setting 
forth the treatment that they have received in this inst.itution 
and praying for the adoption of this amendment. I will not read 
it but it is short, and I will ask that it be inserted in the RECORD 
as part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the paper 
will be printed in the RECORD. . 

The paper ref erred to is as follows: 
HEADQUARTERS, FOURTH OOIU rE CAlfi>, S. W. V., 

Wasliingto1i, D. 0., Elk Hall, Jtme 11, noo. 
Sm: In accordance with a. resolution passed at a meeting of the Fourth 

Immune Camp, No. 15, Spanish War Veterans, held thfa evening, I herewith 
tran mit a. copy of the mmutes of eaid meeting and respectfully call your at
tention to the portion containing reference to an appropriation for Provi
denco Hospital. 

The committee appointed to wait on you will do o in a few days, and trust 
you will be able to grant them an interview . 

With high regard, I am, very respectfully, 
J.J.DUFFY, 

Adjutant, Fourth Immune Camp, 8. W. V. 

By order of camp. 
Address, 16/,5 R street NW., City. 

Hon. WILLTilI M. STEWART, 
United. States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 

The Fourth Imm me Camp, No. 15, Spanish War Veterans, held an im
portant meeting Friday evening, May 12 1900. The officers elected at their 
last meeting were installed, as follows: Commanding officer, Mr. Lee Lips
comb; first lieutenant, E. H. Brian; second lieutenant, Charles Bartel; er
geant of the guard, Joseph L. May; quartermaster ergea.nt and treasurer, 
Daniel C. Ebberly; adjutant. J. J. Duffey; chaplain, E. L. Robinson. 

The former adjutant, Mr. P. J. Keleher, submitted his report of work done 
and amount of receipts and disbursement:i for the six months of the camp's 
existence, which showed that the ca.mp wa now in a flourishing condition 
and had been instrumental in securing employment for quite a. number of 
its members, had relieved numerous cases of want, and had aided numerous 
members who were ill during that period. 

The attention of the ca.mp was called to an article published in Monday 
evening's Star, reciting a resolution ot'fered by Senator 8TEW ART, a.skim? for 
an appropriation of $50,000 to build an addition to Providence Hosptta1 for 
the exclusive use of the poor of the District. It was moved and unanimously 
carried that a committee be appointed to wait on Senator STEW ART and 
urgently request that a ward be set a.pa.rt in the proposed addition to be 
known as the "soldier's ward." 

Several members spoke of tlie noble and humane work done by this insti
tution for the sick soldiers of the District. No matter how crowded the in
stitution was, if there were no room in the public wards, sick soldier:; were 
placed in the private wards and given every attention. Several of the mem
bers of the Fourth Immunes had been e&red for in this manner. It was con
tended that no institution of its kind could boast of the war record possessed 
by Providence Hospital. 

It was used as a soldiers' hospital durin~ the civil war, and during the 
thirty-five years that the late SISter Beatrice presided over the establish
ment the old soldier was ever welcome. At the breaking out of the Spanish
American war several of its staft' of doctors and surgeons offered their erv
ices to theh- country, and were Mmmissioned and served faithfully dru·ing 
the war. All the nurses who ha.dgra.duatedoffered their services and several 
served as nurses in different camps in the States. Eigbi of its ma.le attend
ants enlisted. six in the Fom·th Immunes. It had alsitlfient its quota of Sis
ters, who served as nurses in the States and in Cuba. Its doors are ever open 
to the soldiers\ as the following letter received from Sister Louise, in charge, 
in March last, oy the Spanish war camps of the city, will testify: 

PROVIDE...~OE HOSPITAL, Washinyton, D. 0. March G, 1900. 
To the Comm.anding Officer; Fourth Immune Camp, Spanish War Veterans. 

DEAR SIR: I have been informed by one of your members, lately ill at our 
institution, that there is a great amount of sickness and distress among the 
soldiers who served their country in Cuba, and our other new possession , 
residents of this dty; and that owing to the trouble and. bother of going to 
the authorities for a permit admitting them to ome of~he hospitals of the 
city, they remain at their homes and are cared for by their comrades a.s best 
they may. 

Young men who ~ave up so much for "country's sake" deser'e a better 
fate than to be ill without funds; too proud to ask admission to the hospitals 
where their trouble could be skill!ully treated. • 

. 
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Allow me to say, if this be the fact. that I regret of not being aware of it 

befo!'B. for the doors of Providence Hospital a.re always open to the Spa.nish 
war Tetcran of the District; no permit ic; necessary~ a. note from the com
manding officer will admit them, and everything that care and treatment 
can do will be done to relieve their sufferings. 

'Vith hlgh regard, I am, r espectfully, 
SISTER LOUISE, In Charge. 

The committee, consisting of Capt. Lee Lipscomb, Lieuts. Charles Bartel 
and William H. Mellach, and P . J. Keleher, were requested to call on Senator 
STEWART and place before him the request of the Fourth Immnne Ca.mp. 
They were also instru0ted to call ou the otllcers of the Hs.rdini: and Miles 
ca.mvs, and in conjunction with said officers do everything in then· power to 
secure the much needed ward for the soldiers of the District. 

The camp adjourned to meet b'riday evening, May 25, moo. 
Mr. ALLISON. I hope this amendment Qf the Senator will 

share the fate a good many others have done. I doubt not the 
worth of the others, nor of this amendment, but it is not in order, 
it is not estimated for, there is no law authorizing it, and no com
mitt~e that I know of reported it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. Are there further amendments as in Committee of the 

7. Opening remarks of presiding officer, with explanation to witness of 
mode of examination, shall not go in the record. CompUmentary remarks 
of presiding officer at conclusion of testimony are to be omitted, but the r e
ply cf witnesses to same, if bearing on the well -being of their organizations 
or industries or to the work of the commission, shall be printed. 

8. Leading features (as known in law) of a qnes~..on sh,ould be avoided as 
much as possible. 

9. Where t..he meaning of the question or answer is doubtful, it may be left 
intact or submitted to the commis ioner asking the question. 

10. When partisan politics appears in question or testimony, the same shall, 
in accordance with the rule of the commission, be eliminated. 

The tenth rule, then, provides a great latitude. It leaves these 
commissioners, five of this board of nine, to judge whether there 
is any politics in the quest!on or answer, and if they think there 
is they can eliminate it ; and as all the members of this board are 
Republicans, all supporters of the Administration, yon can judge 
of what value the testimony of this commission may be hereafter. 
As a sample of the way they exercise this power, I will read one 
of the sentences eliminated by this board. Mr. Lockwood, in his 
testimony, said: 

Whole? The control of the public highways is the most important duty of theGo\"· 
11..- PETTIGREW Id t kn th t I · h to l't!~- f th ermrumt. Mr. Chairman, give me the control of the highway over which 
J.u.r. • o no OW a WlS Oilt1l- a nr er the products of your labor must go to market, and let me fix the charges, and 

amendment, but I wish to make a fow brief com:ments in regard I can make you my slave. 

to the Industrial Commission. I yield to the Senator from New They struck that out under this power of editing. They struck 
Hampshire for the purpose of offering an amendment. out long paragraphs. Now, is that a political question? This 

Mr. CHANDLER. With the kindness of the · Senator from 
South Dakota, I offer an amendment to eome in on page 100• board seem to decide that it is. If they can exercise that fatitnde 

of power, I ask of what v-alne is the Industrial Commission? 
The SECRETARY. On page 100, after line 14, insert: When it was appoi!!.ted the law declarerl. that it should be non-
For acquiring, by prrrchase or oondemnation, the land in the square sur- t• f th f 11 t• :-" t• "th d t 

rounding Fort Constitution, at New Castle, N. H .. to be used for barracks par isan, or e pnrpcse 0 co ec Ing illlOrma ion WI regar o 
and quarters for troops, f50,000, or so much thereof as may be neeeEsary. the relations of labor and capital, that we might use it in the fu-

MI ALLISON I think tb · 1 f th· · · ture-that we might ob~in yaluable statistics. Yet we find that 
•• .L • ere 18 no aw or 18 appropriation. we built up a .PO. litical machine which takes the power of elimi-

Mr. CHANDLER. I will say to the Senator that this amend-
ment is moved by direction of the Committee on Coast Defenses, nating answers to questions that they think would not be of ad-

d · ed h th D tm t It · · ti f i. vantage to the political party to which they belong. 
an · is approv 4.JY e epar en · ls an appropria on ° t.1,1e Allusions to the Stancard Oil Company are stricken out of Mr. 
same nature as the appropriation for military posts, on page 99, 
and H is to enable the Secretary of War to acquire ab.out 6 acres Lockwood's testimony, or materially changed. Tu that a political 
of land directly around Fort Constitution. question? I am inclined to agree with the .commission that it is. 

Mr. ALLISON. For coast-defense purposes? I am inclined to agree that as Republicans they ought to keep 
Mr. CHANDLER. No; it is for the purposes of military posts from the public anything that -would be detrimental to tbe Stand-

of the same character as the million dollars is appropriated foi·. ard Oil Company and any other trust. It seams to me they are 
Mr. ALLISON. What is the amount appropriated? acting upon that basis, and that that is the purpose of the organi-
Mr. CHANDLER. Fifty thousand dollars. I .do not wish to zation as now constructed. 

1 · ·t t 1 th If th s t d t th·nk h · But this is not all. Mr. Lockwood's testimony is net t.he only 
exp am 1 now a eng · e ena or oes no 1 w en it testimony that has been edited. I have here a letter from Mr. 
is in conference that it ought to remain in, I shall not insfat. 

Mr. ALLISON. Giving the conferees that latitude. I will not James Earrett, w~o, I nn<lerstand, ~s the a~sistant secretary of the 
ask the Senator to explain it at length. · Sta~e.boa;~ of agrieultur~ of Georgrn. It ~s addressed to Mr.~ B. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is strietly in order, I will say to the Sen- ~ai:tin, 1_..,7 Pennsylvama avenue, Washrngton, D. C. , and is as 
a tor. rtollows..: 

Mr. ALLISON. I shontd be glad to submit the question as to DEAR Sm: My testimony was badly reported and much left out. 
whether the amendment is in order. I have n~ver hea1·d of it be- This Indusb.·ial Commission took testimony in the Coour d'Alene 
fore, but that is not strange. mines last year. The witnesses who appeared beforn the Indus-

The PRESIDENT pro tern.pore. It is in order. trial Commission appeared this winter before the House Commit-
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. tee on Military Affairs, and I want to read extracts from their 
Mr. CHANDLERr I thank the Chair· for the suggestion to the sworn testimony. This is from the testimony of Allen F. Gill: 

Sena tor from Iowa.. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHAI\'l>LER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, there was some question 

the other day in regard to the Industrial Commission editing or 
alteriog testimony taken before it. The r.esult was that a state
ment was made by the chairman of the Industrial Commission 
with regard to the matter. As I nnderstood it, he asserted that 
no changes were made except grammatical correcti.Ons or the 
transposition of some words where they were not in a proper 
connection. 

But it appears the Industrial Commission have a rule or a set 
of ru1es by which they edit this testimony, and it appears also 
that most of the work of the commission is done by the 9 citizen 
memters, there being 10 members of the two Houses of Congress, 
and 9 others, that these 9 others all belong to one political party, 
that they do most of the business of the commission, and that 
out of their nu~~ committee is selected to edit the testimony 
taken by the co ·on. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. A majority of that 9 is a quorum of 
the entire commission. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Five of the 9, I believe. are a quorum, 
under' the rule. Now, I will read the rules under which all the 
testimony that is taken is scrutinized. 

1. Grammatical errors should be coTreCted in all instances. 
2. Repetitions which do not ser\ e to emphasize or make clearer matter 

under examination shall be cut out. 
3. Personal opinions of commissioners must be elifilinated. 
4 T he name of the witness, when used ina. question ad<lressed to him, must 

be cut out. 
5. Remarks of commissionas immediately preceding questions, which do 

not make the questions clearer to the witness, must be omitted. 
6. Answers oi commissioners to questions asked of witnesses by commis

tioners must be cutout. 

Q. You were examined in regard to these matters concerning the strike 
up there and the destruction of that property and the conditions obtaining 
in the Creur d'Alene , were you not? 

A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Before that com.mi..ssion, I will ask you if, in your testimony, you used 

this language: 
"That day the mill was blown op they wel'e a.U at work [referring to the 

men under your emp!oyl. In tact, they could not gat away in any ease, . 
because they had to work, as the mine was flooding, so we were all there. 
There have been several or them in the bull pen inoe then. Quite a number 
of them I got out on my affidavit. I was arrested myself at Burke, along 
with e>eryone else I f:Ues e-xoopt the postmaster." 

Wac; that your testimony? _ 
A. In reading that thing all the way through I would not recognize the 

answers. I made objections when the proof was sent to me. I made objec
tions in several dill'erent insta.nces. 

Q. Was that proof sent back to the comm-Esion ! 
liepresentative LENTZ. Let him finish his answer. _ 
A. I Eay I objected to it, and I made corrections which have not been made 

in my answen there on many important points. 
Q. I r epeat: Did you state, "There ha.ve been several of them in the bull 

pen since theJ!. Quite a number of them! got out on my affidavit ?" 
A. I may have stated there that I made affidavit for quite a number of 

them. . 
Q. Did you state, "Quite a. number of them I ~ot out on my affidavit?" 
A. I believe that that is a mistake in the printmg. · 
Q. Do you wish to have it go in the record, then, that that was not your 

evidence oofore the Industrial Commission? 
A. I don't believe that that wa.s my answer. 
Q. They had a stenographic reporter, did they not? 
A. Yes, sir; and if I am not mistaken, I think I made objections to that 

report. 
Q. Did you file your objections? 
A. Yes, sir; I sen.t it back. 
Q. To whom did you send it? 
A. The commission, I believe, here in W ashino<>ton. 
Q. And your report of your corrections is now in the charge of that com

mission, is it? 
A. They refused to make any corrections; 
Q. I Ea.y your re:pol't to that commission is on file with the commission here 

now, i it not? · 
A. I think so. I was going to say that in a number of ditl:erent Instances 

I made oorrections, and, to ml knowledge, none of the corrections have beeu 
ma.de except in the spelling o names. 
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Q. Then, if this particular part of your evidence was not corrected by 
you, this was the evidence you gave before the commission? 

A. It was not corrected. • 
There are five different witnesses who testified, I think, to the · 

same thing. For instance, Mr. Levi R. Miller testifies: 
Representative EscH. You were examined by the Industrial Commission 

on the 26th of July las~, were yon not? 
Mr.1\IILLER. Yes, SIT; I was. 
Represenfative EscH. You then stated the entire circumstances surround

ing your arrest, did you not? 
Mr. MILLER. As much as I could think of at the time. 
Representative ESCH. You were asked a question, and then you went on 

and narrated the entire circumstance? 
Mr. MILLER. Yes, sir; as nearly as-
Here he was inter1·uptecl. 
Representative Es0H. That narration was practically correct and com

plete, was it not? 
Mr. MILLER. Yes, sir; that was correct as I gave it, but it was not correct 

as it was published. 
Representative JETT. Do you know whether it was correctly reported as 

your testimony in what has been published? 
Mr. MILLER. Oh, no; it was not anything like what 1 had given in my tes

timony. I corrected it, and then the corrections were not all made. 
Representative LENTZ. You have read it, then, as it has been published, 

have you? 
Mr. MILLER. Yes, sir. 
Representative LE~Z. And that is not the testimony as you gave it? 
Mr. MILLER. No, Sll'. · 
Representative LENTZ. It has been edited has it? 
Mr. MILLER. This part of it, where I was having trouble with the soldier 

that morning, is not in that evidence at all. 
Representative LENTZ. Did you give it on that occasion? 
Mr. MILLER. I did; yes, sir. I had to give it just as it occurred. 
Representative HAY. Was that before the Industrial Commission? 
Representative ESCH. Yes, sir. 
So it" appears that large portions of his testimony were left out, 

everything, of course, that the commission thought was politics or 
would be of injury to the Republican party. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If it will suit the convenie11ce of the Senator, 
I suggest that he have printed the remaining extracts. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will be very brief. I am not reading it 
for the purpose of convincing or converting the Senator from 
Rhode Island, because I know that would be absolutely useless, 
and I do not believe he would read it if I merely had it printed in 
the RECORD without reading. 

Now I read from the testimony of Mr. Thomas Heney: 
Representative LENTZ. Do you know whether any prisoners in the bull 

pen were taken before the In~ustrial Commission? 
.Mr. HENEY. Not one; no, SIT. 

I will state for the information of Senators that the bull pen 
referred to in this testimony is a place where the United States . 
Government imprisoned miners during the Idaho mining troubles. 
They gathered up. the wh_ole population, practically, of the towns, 
and swept them mto this stable yard or corral and kept _them 
there in unsanitary and unhealthy conditions. Some of them 
went insane owing to the misery of their surroundings. 

Mr. KEAN. Approved by a Democratic governor. 
.Mr. PETTIGREW. Approved by the Pre13ident of the United 

States and a Democratic governor who also supports the Presi
dent of the United States, if the Sena.tor wants to go into that 
question. 

Representa.th·e LENTZ. Do you know whether any prisoners in the bull 
pen were taken before the Ind,nstrial Commission? 

Mr. HENEY. Not, one; no, sir. 
RepreEentative LENTZ. Do you know whether any men were run into the 

bull pen and prevented from appearing before the Industrial Commission; 
whether they were taken into the bull pen a.bout the time the Industrial 0om
sion got there? 

Representative EsCH. I object to that. 
Representative LENTZ. I ask him whether he knows. 
Represontative EscH. I object to it, anyhow, as incompetent, immaterial, 

and irrelevant; and it is raising th• question that was raised the other day 
about the report. 

Renresentative LENTZ. We are not going into the report. We are simply 
showing an effort to shut out evidence from an inquiring board. 

The CHAIRMAN. I do not think it is our business to investigate what the 
Industrial Commission did. 

Representative LENTZ. We are investigating the abuse of the power they 
had there to take away from an inquiring board that went there certain wit
nesses that might tell things that they did not care to have told. 

The fact of the matter is that the testimony of one witness is 
that as soon as he was subpamaedbe was arrested and thrown into 
the bull pen, and when he protested, the Industrial Commission, he 
says, said they would come there and take his testimony and that 
of others, but they never did come. I will not read all of this. 
There are several others. I will read one brief extract from Mr. 
James R. Sovereign's testimony. 

Q. Mr. Sovereign, have you looked over the Industrial Commission testi· 
mony as reported-that is, your testimony as reported by the Industrial 
Commission? 

A. No, sir; I have not. I have only_casually glanced over that. 
The CHAIRMAN. I object to that. We have nothing to do with the Indus-

trial Commission. • · · 
Representative LENTZ. I simply want. to ask.whether that w~ch you did 

look over WR.s edited or not, or whether it was Just as you gave it? 
A. The proof sent to me was edited, and they only gave me ten days and I 

couldn't get it back. 

Further, there is the testimony of several other witnesses to the 
same effect. 

One of the members of the Industrial Commii:1sion told me d~y 
before yesterday that they examined before the Industrial Com
mis3ion one of the Ar buckles; that he testified that they were buy
ing sugar land in Cuba, and when asked why he did it he said 
because their competitors, the Rockefellers, were also buying sugar 
land, and then he went on to testify to the value of the sugar land; 
the best in the world, where sugar could be produced the cheapest. 

Questions were then asked him as to what effect the production 
of sugar on those cheap lands would have upon the beet-sugar 
industry in this country if the sugar was admitted from Cuba 
free of duty; and that testimony, which went quite into detail 
with regard to the effect upon the beet-sugar industry, and all the 
questions and answers with regard to the sugar business in Cuba 
and their connection with it were stricken out by this editor. 

So I say, Mr. President, the report of the Industrial Commis
sion, as now constituted, certainly is a worthless document. The 
time spent is absolutely lost, and the money we have invested is 
thrown away.• I call the attention of the country to these facts 
because I am well aware that as now constituted the Indush·ial 
Commission with its evidence will be thrown into cur far-es un
til next November at every step of the coming campaign. I wish, 
therefore, to call especial attention to the fact that this Republi
can board is destroying the value of the evidence for all industrial 
purposes, for all economic purposes, and only leaving it in such 
shape as to be of advantage as a political machine or a political 
inquiry. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I wish to say only a word. 
I think the Senator from South Dakota is too sweeping in his 

denunciation of the Industrial Commission. I believe they are 
high-toned and honorable meni that they are not governed by 
partisan considerations, and the testimony which they have taken 
and the reports which they have made will be found useful and 
reliable documents. Having said that, I wish to repeat my criti
cism of the commission as to these rules concerning the editing of 
the testimony that co!Iles. before the commission. I do not see 
among these 12 rules but2 which are justly subject to criticism; 
one is that-

Repetitions which do not serve to emphasize or make clearer matter 
under consideration shall be cut out. 

Mr. President, no Senator in this Chamber would be willing to 
have his speeches edited and repetitions ·cut out. In the second 
place, the provision th!l-t- · 

When partisan politics.appears in question or testimony, tho same shall, 
in accordance with "the rule of the commission, be eliminated. 

That rule is a very unsafe rule to be enforced by the editor of 
the testimony. 

Mr. CARTER. Do I understand the Senator to insist that repe
tition is a certain form of emphasis that should be retained in a 
speech? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think a witness who is expounding these 
questions before the commission should have the same privilege 
of repetition that the Senator from Montana has in repeating a 
great many times over a good idea when he finds he has come in to 
possession of one. It isa very dangerous provision that whenever 
the chief stenographer of this . commission is revising testimony 
he shall· strike out everything that is partisan in its character in 
his judgment. . 

Now, I do not concur in the reflection which the Senator from 
South Dakota makes upon the commission, that they will intend 
to do anything unfair. I do not believe they will intend to do 
anything unfair. But no commission should have that power 
over witnesses that come before them, and there should uot be 
any elimination of testimony beyond the grammatical errors. 
There should not be any elimination of testimony without the 
consent of the witnesses themselves. I hope the commission, in 
the testimony they may take hereafter, will be careful and not 
justly subject the commission to the criticism which the Senator 
from South Dakota for partisan purpose3 seems to have made in 
this Chamber. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bi11 will be reported to the 
Senate if there are no further amendments as in Committee of the 
Whole. . • 

Mr. BACON. I desire to offer an amendment which I send to 
the desk. I ask that it be read. Then I will just occupy one 
minute in stating its purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
Mr. BACON. I ask that it go in on page 138, at the close of the 

subdivision of the Department of Justice. · · 
Mr. HALE. Let us have the amendment read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRET ARY. On page 138, after line 18, insert: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

directed to distribute to each of the places where a circuit or di trict court 
of the United States is now holden, or hereafter established, one complete 
set of Federal Cru:es, with digest thereof: P1·ovided, That be shall di<itribute 
but one set to each of the places where both circuit and distrfot court are 
holden; and the clerks of said court3 shall, in all cases, keeJ'l said Federal 
Cases for the use of the courts and the officers th~reof. 
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SEC. 2. That such sum of money as is required to pay for said Federal 

Cases, the delivery and distribution of which are provided for in this act, is 
hereby appropriated out of any moneys in theTreasurynototherwiseappro
priated: Provided, Tha.t not to exceeCi. $5 per volume shall be paid! for the 
same, the said money to be disbursed under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I will occupy but two or three 
minutes of the time of the Senate. As is known, under the pres
ent law the Federal courts are supplied with all the decisions of 
the Supreme Court and the circuit courts of the United States. 
There were a great many reports made prior to 1880 in the circuit 
courts of the United States. They comprise some 200 volumes 
which have bean edited by various reporters. All of these reports 
have been comprised into 30 volumes under the nameindicatedin 
the amendment, Federal Cases. It is of the utmost importance 
that the courts should have these books. 

I will state to the Senate that this suggestion comes from the 
judges of the courts. The amendment which I propose has been 
before the Committee on the Judiciary. It was unanimously rec
ommended by the Committee on the Judiciary and was then sent to 
the Committee on Appropriations. There is a letter from the De
partment of Justice, which I ask may be read, which fullystatesthe 

. case and will obviate the necessity of my saying anything further 
in reference to the amendment. It is of the utmost importance 
to the courts all over the United States to have these reports. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator has stated all there is in the case. 
We know the Attorney-General has written a letter in favor of it, 
that the judges want it, and that $31,000 will buy these books. I 
leave the matter to the Senate, as the Judiciary Committee has re-
ported the amendment. • 

Mr. BACON. I should like permission to have the letter i·ead. 
Mr. ALLISON. Let it be inserted in the RECORD without 

reading. . . 
Mr. BAOON. It is not for the purpose of inserting it in the 

RECORD that I present it, but I will consent to that suggestion. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. · In the absence of objection, 

the letter ref erred to will be inserted in the RECORD. 
The letter referred to is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 

_ Washington, D. 0., May 15, 1900. 
Srn: Referring to your letter of 8th instant, with which youinclose a copy 

of an amendment to be proposed by Senator BACON to the sundry civil ap
propriation bill, relative to the distribution of digests of the Supreme Court 

' reports and copies of Federal cases, I have the honor now to transmit to you 
COP! of a letter covering the subject written by Mr. Finch, the librarian of 
the Department of J nstice, which has my concurrence. I return the letter 
of Ju<!ge Newman to Senator BACON, as requested by you. 

Very respectfully, 

Hon. GEO. F. HOAR, 

JOHN W. GRIGGS, 
Attorney-Gene1·al. 

Chairman Judiciary Committee, United States Senate. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washington, D. C., May 14, 1900. 

Srn: Complying with your recent request for .an expression of my views 
in regard t.o 8enator BACON'S proposed amendment to the · sundry civil ap
propriation bill in regard to supplying Fe~eral cases,.etc., to. United States 
courts, I have the honor to make the followmg suggestions: 

The Federal R_eporter contains, or purpqrts·t9 contain .• all the circuit and 
district court cases from 1880 to the present time. Pr10r to 1880 the same 
class of cases was reported at irregular intervals _by many different persons. 

. There are some 200 odd volumes of these reports, and it is now very difficult 
to make up a complete' set. · Still more difficult, if not impossible, would it 
be to supply the Federal courts With these.books. 

The Federal cases is a reprint of all these decisions, in concise form, soar
ranged that they can be referred to without inconvenience where the refer
ence is to the old report or even where the name of the case only is known. 
The series contains not only all the cases to be found in the old circuit and 
district court reports, but many decisions found only in manuscript form 
and in newspapers. The subsequent history of each case is also noted. These 
old cases are of inestimable value; as you are aware·; they are ci~ea in prac-

. tically every Federal decision, and in all treatises touching Federal ques
' tions. There is no question that these decisions should be accessible to every 

United States judge. * * * ·· · - - . 
- For the Federal cases a price not exceeding i6 per volume should be in

serted. The regular price is $10 per volume, but the company has sold them 
to judges for~. · : 

Senator HOAR'S letter of the 8th instant a.nd accompanying papers are 
herewith inclosed. • 

Respectfully sub~tted. 

Hon. JOHN W. GRIGGS, 
Attorney-General, Washington, D. C. 

JAMES A. FINCH, Librarian. 

CO~ITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY, UNITED STATES SEN.ATE, 
· · Washington, D. C., l.lay 17, WOO. 

DEAR REN.ATOR BACON: .I learn at the Department that under such a law 
as is here suggested, l'i9 sets of these cases would be distributed at the pres
ent time, with the probability that the numter would be increased to 2UO in 
the near future. 

- The market price for these cases is said to be S300 a set. 
The librarian of the Department of Justice suggests $6 a volume as an 

appropriate price to pay for them. _ .. . 
The librarian of the Interior Department suggests $5 a volume as probably 

sufficient fo1· so large a purchase. · 

There are 31 volumes, including the digest. ,A.t $5 a volume this would 
amount to $155 a set; 179 sets would cost $27,745, and 200 sets, $31,000. 

Very truly, yours, 
EDW. 0. GOODWIN, 

Hon. A. O. BACON, 
Clerk Committee on the Judiciary. 

United States Senato1·, etc. 

Letter of Judge William T. Newman. 
UNITED STATES COURTS 

FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGI.A, 
Atlanta, Ga., Mm·ch 6, 1900. 

My DEAR SE.>.~ATOR: I beg to call your attention again to the matter of the 
law books about which we had some correspondence and also a conversation. 
The books that I mentioned that I thought the Government ought to bnyfor 
the judges are the" Federal Cases," es.Pecially for use in bankru~tcy busin0ss. 

Embracing as they do all the decisions of the circuit a.nd district courts 
prior to the first volume of the Federal Reporter, it is exceedingly important 
that we should have them. * * * If you could get these three matters ar
ranged on some of the appropriation bills, or as much of it as the committee 
think right, it will be of great service, I am sure, to all the judges. ·We must 
depend on you down here about these matters, as yon ar~ the only repre
sentative we have now from this section on either of the Judiciary Commit
tees. 

With kind regards, very truly, yours, 
WM. T. NEWMAN. 

Hon. A. o. BACON, 
United B_tates Senator, Washington, D. 0 . 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend· 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McBRIDE. I offer the amendment which I send to the uesk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator 

from Oregon will be stated. • , 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert, on page 77, after line 

2, the following: 
To enable the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain what persons made en

try of lands within the limits of any wagon road or railroad land grant in the 
State of Oregon, or entered upon such lands under the public-land laws of 
the United States in good faith, believing such lands to b0 a part of the pub
lic domain, and the title to which lands was determined by the courts to be 
vested in such wagon roads or railroad companies as against persons making 
entries as aforesaid; the date of such entry and the respective amounts paid 
to the United States and the date of such payments; also the names of per
sons who received certificates of entry or patents from the United States and 
the date of such certificates :or patents; also the sum or sums paid by the 
holders of such certificates or patents, their heirs or assigns, to purchase the 
paramount title ns settled by the· decisions of the courts, and also the value 
of such paramount title in cases where such purchase has not been made by 
any of the holders of such certificates or patents, and to ascertain such other 
facts as in his judgment are necessary to enable the Unitted States to prop
erly and equitably adjust the claims of persons who entered upon such lands, 
receiving from the proper officers written evidence of entry or settlement 
upon any of $lUd lands, $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be 
immediately available, and the said Secretary shall make report thereon to 
the Congress at the next session. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from Oregon if that is the 
amendment printed in italics prepared by the suqcommittee of the 
Committee on Appropriations? . 

Mr. McBRIDE. It is not. 
Mr. ALLISON. Then, Mr. President. unless the Senator will 

offer that amendment as a substitute, I will make the point of 
order. . 

Mr. McBRIDE. I will offer the amendinent printed in italics 
if the Senator insists on the point of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I thought the Senator intended to offer that 
amendment. I said to him that, so far as I was concerned, I had 
no objection to that, but I object to the amendment now offered 
by the Senator. 

Mr. McBRIDE. Then I withdraw the first amendment and sub
mit the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro teinpore. Th~ .Senator __ from Oregon 
withdraws his first amendment and submits another amendment, 
which will be read: :: "'· 

The SECRET.A.RY. On page 77, . after line 2, it is proposed to 
insert: 

Entry of lands in wagon-road and railroad. land grants in Oregon: To 
enable the Secretary of the Interior to ascertain what persons made entry 
of lands within the limits of any wagon-road or railroad land grant in the 
State of Oregon, the date of such entry and the respective amounts paid 
to the United States, and the date of such payments; also the names of per
sons who received certificates of entry or patents frc;m the United States, 
and the date of such certificates or patents; also the sum or sums paid by the 
holders of such certificates or patents,·their heirs or assigns; to purchase the 
na.ramount title as settled by the decisions of the courts, and -also the value 
of such paramount title in cases where such purchase has not· been made by 
any of the holders of such certificates or patents, and to ascertain such other 
facts as in his judgment are necessary to enable the United States to pro_p
erly and equitably adjust the claims of persons who entered upon such lands, 
receiving from the proper officers written evidence of entry or settlement 
upon any of said· lands, $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to be 
immediately available; and the said Secretary shall make reports thereon to 
the Congress at the next session. • 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend
ment of the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBRIDE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DANIEL. I offer the amendment which I send to the 

desk, which has been reported from the Commit"tee on the District 
of Columbia, referred to the Committe~ on Appropriations, and 
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the e3timate fo1· "which bas been made in a letter of the Secretary 
of War, contained in Document No. 578 of this Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 104, after line 8, it is proposed to 

insert: 
Memorial bridge across Potomac River: To enable the Secretary of War 

to commence the construction of a memorial bridge from the most convenient 
point of the Na val 0 bservatory grounds, or from some point adjacent thereto, 
across the Potomac River to the most convenient point of the Arlin~on es
tate property, according to the recommendations of the board of officers of 
the Corps of Engineers and of architects, a~proved by the Secretaq of War 
and the Chief of Engiu.eers of the United States Army1 a.s set ont m Docu
ment No. 578 of the Honse of Representatives, first session of the Fifty-sixth 

·Congress, the sum of ~.000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope this amendment will not be pressed, I 
do not think it is in order. There was a report authorized last 
year on this subjP.ct, which has just been made, or made within 
two or three weeks, and printed within a very few days. This 
memorial bridge can wait for a year. 

I make the point of order respecting the amendment that it is 
not estimated for, although I believe the Committee on the Dis· 
trict of Columbia has reported the amendment. ·1 hope the 
amendment will not be inserted if it is in order; and 1 hope it 
will be ruled not to be in order. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. Pre~ident, I hope I may be allowed to say 
a few words respecting this amendment. 

On April 9, nearlytwomontbsago, the report and the estimates 
for this bridge were received by the Senate; and two months was 
certainly time enough for anyone who wished to become ac
quainted with it tp see the estimates and specifications in detail. 

I beg leave for the rest of the argument on this subject to read 
the following passage from the message of the President which 
was delivered to Congress on December 5 last. In that message, 
on page 52, the President says: 

Congress a.t its last session approp1iated 5,000 "to enable the Chief of 
Engineers of the Army to continue the exa.mination of the subject and to 
make or secure designs, calculations. and estimates for a. memorial bridge 
from the most con>enient point of the Naval Observat01·y grounds, or adja· 
cent thereto, acros the Potolll!lo .River to the most convenient point of the 
Arlington ~state pro]>fil'ty." In accordance with the provisions of this act 
the Chief of Engineer has selected fom· eminent bndge engineer£ to submit 
competitive designs for a bridge combining the elements of strength and 
durability and such architectural embellishment and ornamentation as will 
fitly apply to the dedication, ' A memorial to American patriotism." 

The designs a.re now being prepared, and as soon as completed will be sub
mitted to the Congres.<J by the Secretary of War. The proposed bridge 
would be a convenience to all the people from every pa.rt of the country who 
visit the national cemetery, an. ornament to the capital of the nation, and 
forever stand as a monument to American patriotism. I do not doubt that 
Congress will give to the enterprise still further proof of its favor and ap
proval. 

There is no measure, Mr. President, which has more frequently 
been forecast by appropriations made by CongreEs, there has been 
none which has been more thoroughly and sedately examined, 
none which has been more uniiormly recommended by the Secre
tary of War for military purposes, and these frequent recom
mendations ha·rn now culminated in this hearty indorsement and 
approval by the President of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT pro temporn. The Chair overrules the point 
of order. 

Mr. CARTER. In connection with this matter of a memorial 
bridge, I desire to make ~a suggestion. The thought underlyiug 
the constmction of this proposed bridge is ceautiful, and I hope 
the bridge will finally be constructed. I think, in connection with 
its construction, however, we ought to take into consideration the 
state of facts with reference to the country' on the south side of 
the Potomac River, which formerly constituted a part of the Dis
trict of Columbia. I have never investigated the subject, but I 
believe there exists a question as to whether Cong1·ess had the 
right to re-cede jurisdiction to the State of Virginia over that por
tion of the District of Columbia lying south of the river. We 
have, however, acquiesced in the act of cession for many years. 

The result of the State jurisdiction immediately south of this 
large city is injurious alike to this city and to the State of Vir· 
ginia. We 6bserve that along the District line to the north and 
the west and the east, quiet, orderly communities project them
selves beyond that line, whereas immediately south of the Potomac 
River we find a rendezvous for the criminal classes-murders, 
robberies, difficulties that affect the police court here and no 
doubt lay a heavy burden on the State of Vfrginia as well. 

Mr. STEW ART. If the Senator will allow me, the Govern
ment owns a large tract of land at the south end, so that there 
can be nothing of the kind. 

Mr. CARTER. My proposition goes beyond that. Immedi
atelv south of the Long Bridge there has grown np in the course 
of a few years a settlement said to be lawless, giving great diffi. 
culty to the authorities of Virginia, and certainly causing great 
expense in the adminstration of Jaw in the District of Columbia. 
Here. but a few days ago. we noticed that a peaceable citizen, 
who lives south of the Potomac, going home in the evening 
across the Long Bridge. was sandbagged, stricken down-and I 
believe stricken unto death-by three outlaws, who find their 

home and lodgment and protection at some place called .Tackson 
City, on the south side of the Potomac. If the jurisdiction of the 
United State3 extended over the District of Columbia as origi
nally laid out, these things could not be as they are. 

Again, it is a matter of considerable importance to the health of 
the District that Congress should haYe the right to fill up the 
marshes and endeavo1· to confine the banks of the Potomac, so 
that the malaria-breeding swamps south of the river could be 
disposed of. 

I should like to see the State of Virginia. take into consideration 
the matter of re-ceding to the United States.jurisdiction over that 
portion of the District formerly laid out, lying south of the river. 
It would be, I think, ndvantageous to Virginia, and certainty 
would render less expensive the administration of justice in the 
District of Columbia, and it undoubtedly would result in greater 
sectll"ity to life along the southern border of this city. 

These are suggestions thrown ont which I think might be fairly 
considered in connection with this memorial bridge when the time 
comes to act upon it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I do not assume to be an arch
itect oi· an expert in the matter of bridge construction, but I merely 
wish to record my opposition to the plan proposed for the memo
rial bridge. It is a contradiction of all just ideas of such a struc
ture. I sympathize with simplicity in art. I have talked with a 
gentleman skilled in these matters, and he concurs with me. I 
see in the plan proposed that there are two structures in the mid
dle of the bridge, as if they were intended for derricks. 

I simply wish to say that I am not at all satisfied with this plan; 
and I have behind me some artists of renown. I wish this plan 
might be revised, so that tbe•bridge might have something of 
beanty, something of grandeur, something of dignity in it, and 
be truly a magnificent structure. The lithographs have but just 
come to the Senate. Let us wait for the judgment of the best 
architects. 

Mr. HOAR. A gentleman in whose judgment I have the great· 
est confidence, whose life work in fact, has been to study works of 
art in all countries and in all eras, who is very strongly and ear
nestly devoted to the s ~heme of a bridge of this kind in Washington 
and to the improvement of Washington, expressed to me to-day 
the same opinion which the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HA w. 
LEY] has expressed. and I have no doubt it is well founded, that 
the scheme is not one from the point of architectural beauty which 
will satisfy the Senate or the public or posterity. This gentleman 
also thinks-he was a business man in former times and has had 
large experience-that the price of iron is so changed that the 
postponement of this contract for ten or twelv-e months would 
probably save a half million dollars in the cost of the bridge. I 
know nothing about it myself. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the amendment will not be agreed to. 
This report, notwithstanding the suggestion made by the Senator 
from Virginia (Mr. DANIEL]. ha~ only been accessible within the 
last two or three weeks. 'l'he plan which is suggested in the 
amendment at the ~ecretary's desk, I think, proposes a bridge to 
cost some eight or nine million dollars. 

I submit that if we are to enter upon the erection of such a 
~tructure, to cost so large a sum, we ought to look most carefully 
into these plans before we begin th.e work. There will be no harm 
in allowing this matter to pa.ss over until next session, when all 
the plans and suggestions can be more thoroughJy examined. . 

Mr. McMILLAN. I wish to say that this subject has been be
fore Congress now for· several years . 

Mr. ALLISON. These plans have only been before Congress 
for two or three wee-ks. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The Secretary-Of War was authorized to ob
tain plami for the COnI?truction of a memorial bridge and to sub
mit them to Congress. That work has been done, and the plans 
have been submitted by three or four different bridge builders. 
One plan was selected by the engineers who have charge of these 
matters. They reported to Congress as soon as they could get 
the plans prepared, printed, and pnt in shape. 

The report which was made by the Committee on the District 
of Columbia was unanimous in agreP.ing to urge tbe commenc_e. 
ment o'f this great work, which will cost in theneighborhcod of be
tween fourandfivemilliondollars. It may probably costle~s, but 
the Committee on the District of Columbia felt th.at it was nec
essary that something should be done to commence the work, and 
therefore they asked for an appropriation of $200,000 to begin it. 

Mr . .MARTIN. Mr. President-
Mr. ALLISON. Just one word, if the Senator wm allow me. 
Mr. MARTIN. Certainly. 
Mr. ALLISON. The plan adopted by this amendment is the 

plan proposed in the report. 'rl1ere are three proposed or sug
gested plans, numbered from 1 to 3. The plan proposed in the 
amendment will cost $15,000,000. Plan No. 2 is to cost $13,000,00'0, 
and plan No. 3, $4,000,0GO. 

I submit that we are not ready at this time to enter upon any 
one of these plans. The Committee on the Disti·ict of Columbia 
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may have had an opportunity of investigating the subject, they 
may have looked into these plans, and they may be informed as 
to which is th.a best, but for one I do not feel justified in voting 
for a bridge that will cost this large sum of money without un
derstanding fully the erlen..t of the obligation to be incurred. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr~ President, I am a little surprised that the 
Senator from Montana ~fr. CARTER l, if he wanted to antagonize 
the constxuction of this bridge, should have found it necessary to 
make a fling at the good order or the execution of the laws in the 
Commonwealth of Vrrginia. I think we can take care of good 
order and of the execution of the laws on the south side of- the 
Potomac River, and I think the orderly condition of the people on 
the south side o.f the river adjacent to Washington will eompare 
with the good order maintained in the city of Washington and 
the goad order maintained in the State of Maryland adjacent. to 
the corporate limits of thls District. 

I think that the Senator might have rasted his opposition to 
this bridge on the merits of the discussion without making, as I 
say, this fling at the good order of the State of Virginia, which 
the slightest investigation or the slightest observation of current 
events in recent yeari would show to be fully as good as that 
maintained in the city of Washington,~where murders, rapes, and 
other crimes are constantly paraded. in the newspapers published 
at the nation's capital. 

I apprehend, too, Mr. President, that_ the sugge-stions which 
ha\'e been made to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HOAR], 
and those which have been mads to the SenatOl' from Ccmnecticut 
[Mr. HAWLEY], come perhaps f110m some architects, o-r perhaps 
from some disappointed competitor who competed in the selection 
of these plans 

:Mr. HOAR. Oh, Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon me, 
the person to whom I refel'red is not an architect. He has no in
terest except in the ornamentation and improvement of the na
tional capital, for which he has a great passion. He may be mis
taken, but h£'" is absolutely disinterested, and I am sure has no 
other motive but that whieh I have stated 

Mr. HAWLEY. I want to say about the same thing myself. I 
da n:ot know very much abont architectme,, and I do not know 
that that has anything to do with it, but my judgment is based 
partly on my own opinion and partly on that of an architect who 
has ueen employed in different parts of the country, but has noth
ing to do with this business at alJ. He has, howe)er, shown by 
his great works that he is really an architect. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr . . President, if we wait until some architects 
cease to criticise the plans gotten up by other architects we shall 
never .have a memorial bridge. 

This matter has been nnder discussion for tweive o:r fifteen 
years. These are not the firBt plans that have been prepared by 
the authority of Congress and submitted to this body. Colonel 
Hains, I think, is the name of on& of the enginee1·s of the War 
Department who submitted a plarr, and Major Symons submitted 
another plan. 

An appropriation was made and the Secretary of War instructed 
to invite the leading architects of the country to submit suitable 
plans. They were submitted by fotll' of the most distinguished 
men in that profession in. this country and subjected to the scru· 
tiny and examination of a board appointed by the Secr.etary of 
War, composed of engineers and of architects; Thia board selected 
from the numerous plans submitted one whlch commended itself 
to them as meeting in every particular the demands. of the occa
sion. 

Mr. CULLOM. Which one? 
Mr. MAR TIN. The plan prepared by a man named Burr. 

That is the second of these plans. 
Mr. CULLOM. To cost how much? 
Mr. MARTIN. To cost less than $4,000,000. I have heard a 

number of criticisms of the great draw, th~ massive pr9portions. 
and the magnificence of this structure, but it has remained for 
the Senator from Connecticut to- criticise it because it is not ex
pensi<ve enough; it iS not strong enough and magnificent enough., 

Mr. HAWLEY. Why, Mr. President, I did not mention a fig· 
nre in connection with it. 

Mr. MARTIN. The Senator need not have mentioned :figures 
to convey that idea, but he conveyed that idea to my mind, and I 
may safely say he conveyed to the minds of other Senators the idea 4 

that this bridge did not rise to the proportions, did not come up 
to the grandeur of the structure that should be erected here as a 
monument to the patriotiBm and valor of the American soldier. 

But, Mr. President, this matter,_as I say, has been through care· 
ful investigation at the War Department. It has received the ap
proval of the Board of Engineers and of architects, and it has 
received the approval of the Secretary of Wfll. Fifteen years have 
been consumed in going over and discussing pians; and it does
seem to me that if we are ever to erect a memorial bridge it is 
time b take the first step in connection with it. 

The matter has received the careful consideration oi the Com-

mittee on the District of dolumbia. They reported in favor of it 
without a dissenting vote, as an amendment to tMs bill, and it 
was referred by that committee to the Committee on Appropria· 
tions. If the Committee on Appropriations has oot seen fit to 
examine the matter, or has not had time to examine it, it has not 
been because it has. not been persistently, and, I may say, almost 
continuously, pressed upon their consideration. My colleague and 
Ihavetwiceappeared beforethatcommitteeand appealed to them 
in the most earnest manner to give this matter consideration. 

It does seem to me that if this plan does not meet the approba· 
tion of that committe&, the least they could have done wouldthave 
been to devise something by which this matter could ha-ve been 
kept in motion and could have been proceeded with, with a view 
to an ultimate determination, instead of turning it down abso
lutely as unworthy of being- taken up, and providing the means 
whereby something more worthy of the consideration of the Sen
ate conld be deviserl: and presented. 

We have a surplus of mo:aey in. the Treasury. We see the Sen
ate appropriating millions and millions of dollars, and yet we find 
hesitation in appropriating the small sum of $.200,000 to commence 
work upon· a bridge constituting a link in the great highway from 
the national capital to- the national cemetery on the Arlington 
estate. 

Mr. President, I feel it is useless foT me to-prolong my remarks 
o~ this subject. I m11st say! feel that if this bridge is to be con
structed at all, this, of all occasions, is the time to- do it. It has 
been considered by competent men, by men skilled in the profe~
sfon of architecture. We have a plan which has met their ap· 
proval, and met the approval of the Committee ()n the District of 
Columbia, which I feel, I may safely say, has as much at he.art 
-the welfare of this city as has the Committee on Appropriations. 
and as much at heart the due regard which should always be paid 
to the Treasury of the United States as has that committee. The 
amendment has been recommend:ed by the Committee on the Dis· 
trict of Columbla. and I trust the Senate will adopt it. 

The PRESIDENT prO' tempore. The question is on the amend
ment submitted by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DL~L]. 
[Putting the question .. l By the-sound the "noes " have it. 

Mr. MARTIN and Mr. STEW ART called for the yeas and 
nays. 

'£he yeas and nays were ordeTed. 
Mr. TELLER. On this matte!'" I intend to vote "nay,' and 

the1-efore I want to say a word. 
I am very much in favor of building this bridge, not simply for 

the purpose of s passageway across the Potomac. I is one of the 
things that we can--do that will bring some credit to this city and 
to the nation. . 

We have a plan submitted, but I believe no Senator bas seen 
the report until within the last three or four days. Unless we are 
to abandon the considerati-On of what kind of a bridge this shall 
be, and allow the engineer~ to determine that question for us, we 
are in no condition to pass upon this question. _ ·. 

Mr. Presidentt I do not cia:im to be a bridge builder1 but I have 
some knowledge of what I consider a good bridge, and I think that 
any man who has good common sense would make some criticisms 
of this bridge asproposeq. Ihavenodoubtthat-planNo. l, which 
has been selected by the engineers, is the best plan, with the hasty 
examination I have made o.f the others. but it does not follow that 
that is . just such a plan as we want. tf we are to put fifteen or 
sixteen million dollars in this bridge, not for the purpose simply 
of a ca11Seway across the river~ but as a matter of beauty and as a 
monument to the distinguished dead, we want to take a little time. 
There is no hurry about this matter, Mr. President. 

Mr. President, I recall that when I first came here there was a 
proposition to build a library for this Government, and on e-very 
occasion I voted againstithe"schemes that came from the Honse, 
because they were not of the character I believed we were entitled 
to-have. Year afteryearwe resisted the attempt to buildinhaste 
a library, saying, "It is better to wait and build something cred
itable to the nation." We did wait, and we got that which every
body in the world who has looked at it declares is a credit to the 
American pe.ople. 

I want a bridge-of that kind; I want it built; I expect to see it 
built; but I do not believe in accepting the first nroposition some 
engineet or some architect presents. As a member of the Senate, 
I expect to have something to say about it, and I want the archi4 

tects and the bridge builders and the resthetie people Of the COUil· 
try to have an opportunity to determine which of the designs we 
ought to select. I shall regard it as exceedingly unfortunate if 
we now select one of these plans, with the little knowledge we 
have on the subject, hoping we will know more about it, and with 
the firm belief that we will build the bridge. 

Mr. CULL0~1. Of course we will. 
Mr. TELLER. We will some time build it;, and I hope we shall 

build that of which the people of the country may say, as they say 
of the Library ... "It is a credit to the American people." I will 
vote against this proposition. 
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l\Ir. STEWART. If we do build it, I hope we will pay the 
architect and not do as we did in the case of the Library. 

Mr. MASON obtained the floor. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I suggest that we take a rising vote rather 

than by yeas and nays. 
The PRESIDL.~G OFFICER (Mr. PL.A.TT of Connecticut in the 

chair). The Senator from Illinois is recognized. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I beg pardon. 
Mr. MASON. Mr. President, one of the great things about civ

ilization is the grand army of those who do not know, who have 
not had time to think. The proposition for this bridge has been 
submitted to the people whom we pay for thinking for us. It has 
been submitted to the proper Department of this Government. 
If you wish to go to Arlington to-day, there are two routes-one 
of them over a bridge where you have to go single file, for fear 
the bridge will fall down if your horses trot, and the other over 
a bridge where the locomotives run, which will frighten your team. 
This makes it almost impossible, naturally, to reach the soil of 
Virginia. 

The distinguisht3d Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] said he 
was not sure a bout the architecture of the bridge. If all the ques
tions that are presented to the American people that he is not 
sure of were submitted to him, there would be no question passed 
upon in the next six hundred year8. We have left it to the De
partment to fix the memorial bridge. There is not a connecting 
link, an absolute geographical and physical connection, between 
the capital and Virginia, between the capital of the nation that 
was preserved by the boys who are buried at Arlington and that 
grand Commonwealth. You can go single file across a rotten 
bridge, or wait two or three hours to cross the bridge that we tried 
to cross yesterday. 

l\fr. President-
Art is long and time is fleeting. _ 

They tell us that the North and the South are one, and that the 
Spanish war made us one ..... I heard yesterday, upon Memorial 
Day, speeches that put me in doubt as to whether we did not make 
a mistake when we licked you fellows down South. I thought it 
was right in a boyish way. Some of you thought differently. 
The proposition here to-day is to buUd a memorial bridge which 
shall be dedicated to the honor of all those who have died for their 
country, and in it are involved the sentiments of a nation and the 
practical possibilities of getting out of the hottest, meanest town 
in summer. 

I do not mean to say that Washington in summer js the mean
est town in the United States. I mean to say this: We are spend
ing millions of money to acquire insular possessions. Transports 
are paid .for out of the National Treasury. We are paying the 
national undertaker more than is proposed for this bridge. It is 
to be built, if it is built, for the honor of the soldiers who died 
for this country, and there is an underlying sentiment that it will 
unite in a physical way the old Commonwealth of Virginia, that 
was the mother of Presidents until Ohio broke into her class, and 
the capital of the nation. Wby should we not honor those dead 
and gone, and build a bridge that will bring us physically nearer 
to that historic soil? · 

Before I sit down I will say that yesterday the distinguished 
Senator from Tennessee and the distinguished Senator from Michi
gan had a joint debate under the trees, and after it was all over 
we agreed that it was a common country, under a common flag, 
marching to a common destiny. I simply rose to give the reason 
why I shall vote in favor of the memorial bridge. 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator from Iowa in his statement has 
doubled and trebled the cost of this bridge. I beg leave to call his 
attention to page 22 of the report on the subject, where it is shown 
that, with all the modifications recommended and suggested, its 
cost will be less than five millions, not nine or ten or fifteen. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On page 2, I will say to the Senator from 
Virginia, there is this statement: 

The estimated · cost of Mr. Burr's structure, as designed originally, is 
$3,680,672--

Mr. DANIEL. That is right. 
Mr. GALLINGER. And General Wilson says: 
And the board estimates that the modifications recommended will add 

about 32 per cent, bringing the total cost up to $4,860,oo:>. 
Mr. DANIEL. I say, with all modification, it is less than• 

$5,000,000-to wit, $4,860,000. 
In respect of the suggestion of the Senator from Montana, a 

citation of a man being sandbagged on a bridge between here and 
Virginia does not by any means criminate anybody in Virginia, 
and I do not see why the Senator might p.ot just as well have 
attributed the offense to Washington as to the other side of the 
river. As suggested by my colleague, disorders occur on the 
suburbs and sometimes in the heart of large cities_, and the fact 
that those who belong to the sporting classes of Washington occa
sioJ:!ally overwash into Virginia is no remarkable fact, but one 
which is coincident with the history of every city in _the world. 

But it does not constitute a reason why we should change the 

Constitution and laws of the country, or why we should introduce 
into the discussion of a mere proposition to build a bridge judicial 
or political questions as to the retrocession of certain territory in 
Virginia to the District of Columbia. If the reforms which he 
thinks would follow the possession of that territory under the 
jurisdiction of the District of Columbia should arise, there would 
still be another border of the State of Virginia just a little farther 
on, where, if the facts were that these disorders are due to the cir
cumstance that they are beyond the borders of the District of 
Columbia, there would be at once a duplication of them, and the 
distinguished Senator would have to be changing borders and 
retroceding and working over again the State and District lines 
of our country until he got even Montana into the District of 
Columbia. · 

So the suggestion, Mr. President, is a mere fanciful one and not 
predicated upon any condition which the distinguished Senator 
can suggest any method of alleviating, and certainly it is wholly 
disconnectecl with the establishment of this bridge. 

The ground to which this bridge goes on the other side of the 
river is ground that belongs to the United States and is under the 
jurisdiction of-the United States. It is territory already, by the 
necessary course of events, identified with the immediate interests 
of the national capital. With respect to Fort Myer, the Secre
tary of War has time and again called the attention of Congress 
to the fact that for military purposes this bridge is desirable. In 
connection with the national cemetery at Arlington a second 
feature of desirability arises. There is still another. The United 
States has established, by recent enactment, an agricultural sta
tion on the Arlington estate, and every day that e live new 
necessities arise for the connection of that territory "With the Dis
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. President, as to the design of the bridge, I should be very 
modest and deferential in expressing my opinion upon the subject, 
for I do not pretend to be either a bridge builder or an expert 
judge of works of art, but looking at the design as it is pictured 
in the report which has been made to us by the Secretary of War, 
it appears to me to be a most noble and substantial and excellent 
design. There were four competing designs submitted to the 
Secretary of War and the board of experts who examined them. 
They recommend a particular design, with certain modifications. 
On that board were Lieutenant-Colonel Allen, of the Corps of Engi
neers; Maj. Thomas W. Symons, Capt. D. D. Gaillard, and Messrs. 
Stanford White and James D. Hill. Of course, any design of such 
a structure will find critics from some source or another. 

A man must serve his tilne to ev'ry trade, 
Save censure; critics all are ready made. 

The expert officers of the Government who know about such 
things, who are constantly dealing in such things, with such 
assistance as has been invoked, have recommended this ·aes~gn. 
There is no proposition to have any other design submitted, and it 
seems to me that after fifteen years of preliminary motions the 
time has come to try this case and to decide it. It seems to m_e 
that this appropriation should be made and that the work should 
goon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DA.N
IEL], upon which tb,e yeas and nays have been ordered. 

Mr. MARTIN. I will not insist upon the yeas and nays. 
Mr. CULLOM. The Senator can withdraw the call for the 

yeas an9. ;nays. 
Mr. MARTIN. I withdraw the demand. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand 

that the demand for the· yeas and nays is recalled? 
Mr. MARTIN. I am willing to waive it. Let us take a rising 

vote. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I suggested that we determine it by a rising 

vote. 
Mr. ALDRICH. A rising vote, Mr. President. 
The Senate proceeded to divide. 
Mr. HOAR. I hone the call for a division will be withQrawn. 
Mr: ALDRICH. Let the call for a division be withdrawn. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The call for the division will 

be regarded as withdrawn. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Sanator from Virginia. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported•to the Senate as amended. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does any Senator desire to re

serve any amendment made as in Co:nmittee of the Whole? 
Mr. MORGA.N. I reserve the amendment on the subje~t of the 

appropriation for the exposition at St. Louis. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is any other amendment re-

served? 
Mr. CULLOM and others. No. 
Mr. RA. WL1NS rose. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 

desire to reserve the amendment which he proposed as in Com- · 
mittee of the Whole? 

• 
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Mr. RAWLINS. Yes. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There iR no need of that. The 

bill will still be open to amendment in the Senate. 
Mr. RAWLINS. Very well. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be 110 other amend

ments than the one reserved by the Senator from Alabama, the 
qnestion is, Will the Senate concur in the amendments made as 
in Committee of the Whole? 

The amendments were concurred in. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is in the Senate and 

open to amendment. 
Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to offer an amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I agree to that amendnient. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is, Congress instead of the Secretary of 

the Treasury. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island to the 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendme:dt was agreed to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. At the end of the amendment I move to insert: 
Andprovided f urther, That all sums expended by the Government on ac

count of said exposition, except for its own buildiDgs and exhibits and the 
care of the same, shall be deducted from any general appropriation made for 
said exposition, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There is an amendment reserved. Mr. COCKRELL. There is no objection to that. 
Mr. DANIEL. I offer an amendment to come in after line 15, The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 

on page 67. It is the amendment as t-0 State claims, with slight to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island 
verbal changes. to the amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. Leaving out Nevada? The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DANIEL. Yes; there are slight verbal ~mendments to Mr. MORGAN. I offer an amendment t-0 rednce the sum ap-

which I ask the Secretary to call attention. propriated $2,000,000. · 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia Mr. FORAKER. I make the point of order that no sum is ap-

offers an amendment. propriated. The amendment does not appropriate anything, as I 
The SECRETARY. After the amendment inserted after line 15, understand it. 

on page 67, it is proposed to insert: Mr. COCKRELL. Not a dollar except $10,000. 
Settlement of cei:tain State claims- Mr. FORAKER. It is simply a declaration that when certain 
Mr. DANIEL. This is the amendment which was reported and things have been done to constitute a condition precedent, Con-

recommended by the Committee on Appropriations. gress will then do something. . 
Mr. MA.RTI~. Striking ont Nevada? Mr. MORGAN. I move to reduce that sum $2,000,000 . 
.Mr. DANIEL. Striking out Nevada and leaving out certain The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 

words which are marked. moves an amendment to strike out "$5,000,000" where it occurs 
Mr. ALLISON. I will be glad to know the words that are and insert "$3,000,000." 

stricken out. Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will indicate The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 

the words stricken out. to the amendment proposed \>Y the Senator from Alabama to the 
The SECRET.A.RY. The words "and Nevada," in line 19 are amendment. 

stricken out, the word "and" inserted between the words "Cali- The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
fornia" and "Oregon; " and the same is done in lines 22 and 23 Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I suppose this amendment has "' 
following. passed the stage where a question of order can be made upon it, 

Mr. DANIEL. Then there is one of which I will state the pur- and I ~1?- glad o~ it, and for the reason that I want the St. Louis 
pose. It refers to proceedings which have been taken. No pro- Exposition provided for to a reasonable extent. I have here a 
ceeding had been aetually taken in the case of Virginia, and it 

1
. statement of all the appropriations we have made for similar ex

was simply to refer to the proceedings contemplated by that act. positions. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the. Senator from Alabama permit 

to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia. [Mr. me? I nnderstood the Senator to say that the amendment has 
DANIBL]. reached a stage where a point of order can not be made. I do 

The amendment was agreed to. not feel like subscribing to that doctrine. I suppose the point of 
The amendment as agreed to is as follows: order can be made at any time,·and if made in Committee of the 

SETTLEMENT. oF CERTAIN STATE cLAIMs. Whole and overruled, it can be made 'again in the Senate. . 
The Secretary of the Treasury, the Secretary of War, and the Attornev- Mr. MORGAN. Imadenoassertionon that subject. I accepted 

General are hereby fully authorized and em.Powered to compromise, adjust, the proposition for the purposes of my own argument that the 
and finally settle with the governors, respectively. of the States herein named, amendment was before the Senate, no objection having been made 
or with such person or persons as may be authorized by the laws of saidsev- to the.right of the Senate to consider it, Under the rule, I believe, eral States to act in their behalf in making the several settlements herein 
provided for, such settlements to be made upon such terms and conditions .the amendment is open to a point of order. I do not· choose to 
as to them may seem just and equitable, subject to approval by Congress as make it; I .hope it will not be made. · . 
hereinafter provided, and said compromises, a-djustments. and settlementS to For these subJ' ects, begmn' ing in 1866 for the firit French Paris 
be made by said Secretary of the Treasury, Secretary of War, and Attorney-
General with the following States, namely: . Exposition with an appropriation of S2Q6,403, we have now ap-

Virginia, Delaware, Pennsylvania, and New York for and on account of ad- propriated and expended $13,599,340.12. I will put this entire 
vances and expenditures made by said States in the war of 1812 with Great statemA .. nt in my remarks, to_ sho_w J'ust what we have been doing, 
Britain and now in dispute; with the State of South Carolina for and on " _ 
account of advances and exp~nditures made by said State in the war of 1812 
with Great Britain now in dispute, and also on account of money expended 
by said State for military purposes in the Florida war of 1836, 1837, and 1838 
now in dispute. and as against Virginia and South Carolina the claims of the 
United States on account of principal and interest of the unpaid bonds of 
said States, respectively, due to the United States and held in its own right 
or in trust by the United States· and with the States of California and 
Oregon for and on account of idvances and expenditures made by eaid 
States in the war of the rebellion and claiimed to be due them, being the 
claims and demands made by said States of California and Oregon, and now 
on file and particularly described and mentioned in Senate Report No. 544, 
part 2, second session Fifty-fifth Congfess. 

And any compromise or settlement they may make with the said States, 
respectively, shall be fully reported to Congress for its future fm·ther ac
tion, stating the amounts, if any, which should be paid by the United States 
to any_of said States and the amounts, if any, which shoul,d be paid by any of 
said States to the United States. And the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby directed to suspend until further action of Congress any act or pro
ceeding under provjsions of section 4 of the act approved March 3, 1899, en
titled "An act to amend an act entitled 'An act to reimburse the governors 
of States and Territories for expenses incurred by them in aiding the United 
States to raise and organize and supply and equip the Volunteer Army of 
the United States in the existing war with Spain,• " as respects the States of 
Virginia and South Carolina. . 

1\Ir. COCKRELL. Now let us take up the reserved amend
ment. The Senator from Rhode Island has an amendment to offer 
to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have two amendments to offer to the amend". 
ment. After the word "regulations," in line 13 of the printed 
amendment in relation to the Louisiana Purchase Exposition I 
move to insert "and under conditions;" and, in line 1 on the s~c
ond page of the amendment, to inser~ ''hereafter " before "pre
scribed;" and strike out '' the Secretary of the Treasury" and insert 
"Congress;" so as to read: 

Under. rules and regulations and under conditions to be hereafter pre
scribed by Congress. 

Aid or loans to expositions and expenses of Gove1-nment exhibits thereat. 

Paris, France, 1866 --·-·-····-··-------····--···---·····-·····----- ~ 
Vienna, Austria, 18T& ---- · ·-··-·-··- ----····---··-··-··-···-·····-··· Centennial E.xposition, Philadelphia, 1876: 

Loan (repaid)-----·-···········-··-··-············-···--····----
Government exhibit .......... --·· .............. --····--··--···· 

Paris, France, 1878 ____ ·-·- -- -· •••••• ---··· ···- ·-···· ____ ····-··-· ••• 
Sidney and Melbourne, A11stralia, 1879 ··-······· •••••• ---·-····; •• 
Berlin, Germany, fisheries, 1880 •.••••.•••••••• -··-·-·-············· 
London, England, fi.sheries, 1883 ••••• --······---········-·····-····
New Orleans Exposition, 1884: 

~~~ ~d~~ ~~~~~~ :: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: :::::: :::::: 
Government exhibit ............ ----·· ...... --····--·----- ..... . 

Cincinnati Industrial Exposition, 1884.. Government exhibit---·
Cincinnati Centennial, 1888 .•••••• ···-·--- ••••••••.• ····-·----------
Melbourne, Australia, 1888. _____ ---··- ••.•.• ·--····· _.: ••••.•••••••• 

t~~~!~a:B~FJ~~ms:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Paris, France, 1889 ·-- ·----- -------- •..•• : ______ •..• _____ •....... ----
World's Columbian Exposition, Chicago, 1893: 

Gift ... ---·_ -···· ...... _ . ...... ___ .............. -·-··----···· .... . 
Expenses of commission, building, exhibits, etc ... ·-··-··-·--

Atlanta Exposition, 1895, Government exhibit and building ____ _ 
Nashville tTenn.) Exposition, 1897, Government exhibit and 

building ..... -------·-····· .... ________ .... --·-·· ...... ---· _______ _ 
Omaha Trans-Mississippi Exposition, 1898, Government exhibit 

P~il~~!~~~ixi>osi-tioiioi "Americai1 i>i-<i<iti<:ts~ ·0ic:: :: : : : ::: : : : : 
Toledo Centennial Exposition ·--······-········ ·······-····-····· 
Pan-American Exposition, Buffalo, N. Y .........................• 
Present Paris Exposition .. ·--·----·--·· · ·-·-··---·--· ............. . 

$206, 403. 00 
200, 000.00 

1, 500, 000. 00 
578, 500.00 
190, 000.00 
28,000.00 
20,000.00 
70,000.00 

1, 000, 000. 00 
350,000.00 
300,000.00 
10, 000.00 

147,700.00 
50, 000.00 
!!5,000. Oo 
30,000. 00 

250, 000.00 

2, 550, 000. 00 
2, 834, 737 .12 

200, 000.00 

130, 000.00 

200,00o.00 
350, 000.00 
500,000. 00 
500, 000. 00 

1, 319, 000. (l() 

Total···-·-·-· ----··---·-···········-······---··-·······-····· 13,599,34-0.12 

In 1875 we loaned the Philadelphia Exposition $1.500,000, all of 
which bas been repaid to the Government by the exposition com
pany. We then provided for the Government exhibit there 
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$578,500. That is ~JI the money we are out for the great exposi- themselves. The merchants who live in St. Louis will make some
tion at Philadelphia, to celebrate that great national event, the thing, and I am gratified that they will have the opportunity of 
centennial of American independence. doing that. The hotel keepers will make a great deal. But the 

Now we are asked to appropriate $5,000,000, or to pledge the railroad companies will make the large bulk of the gain out of 
Congress so that there will be an appropriation of $5,000,000 to this contribution from the Treasury of the United States. Well, 
assh:t in an exposition at St. Louis for the purpose of celebrating they are rich eneugh and they are st1:ong enough. They have got 
really the treaty-of acquisitiGn. I suppose that is the object of it. power enough, and they use it with all possible severity. 
I have not hMrd this explained very fully by the friends of the They concenter at St. Louis and branch out to the Northwest 
measure, either as to their plan and purposes or as to the objects as far as the State of Washington, and to the Southwest as far as 
to be attained or the general scope of the exposition. the boundaries of Mexico, and across to the Pacific at various 

I do not know under what rules and regulations the exposition points where they tap that great ocean. They are carrying and 
is to be conducted. I do not know whether the State of Missouri will carry (and the Senate of the United States intends to help 
is contributing anything or whether it iB to be done entirely by them to have the job) all the commerce between the center of 
privat-e subscription, but to appropriate $5,000,000 or pled~e the this country and the Pacific Ocean. They have it" monopolized 
Government of the United States to appropriate that sum is a now; and this amendment is a direct contribution to the assist
very great tribute to Mr. Jefferson and a much greater tribute ance of that monopoly which now silences the voice of the Senate 
to the doctrine of expansion than we have made to the declara- of the United States and makes it stand trembling before its 
tion of the independence of the United States. master. 

The plea of expansion js put up here as the justification of this I had no reason, Mr. President, of comity or kindness; I have no 
very romantic expenditure of public funds. While it IS not sup- prejudice of my Southern birth and my Southern sympathies to 

· ported by Senators who have been very much committed to that urge in behalf of this amendffient or against it; but I have a keen 
doctrine, so far as I understand, I am very happy to know that sense of justice connected with it, and I am disposed to assert, 
we are now celebrating, or about trying to celebrate, the expan- and I think the Senate of the United States in its heart and mind 
sion of our commerce, of our population, and our enterprising will justify me in asserting, that we ought not to make contribu
vigor and of the influence of our institutions as it was in 1803 by tions out of the Treasm·y of the United States to any great band 
the acquisitions that we made from France. The argument is of corporate authorities that are already reaping enormous har
very appropriate to existing conditions, ;:ind it answers a great vests out of the people of this country. 
many objections that have been made by gentlemen who have Thia exposition is rnlued at $15,000,000 to start with. It is ex
been rather flambuoyant in .their speeches on the opposite side of pected that St. Louis, of course, or the company that controls the 
this question. exposition, will make that money all back out of the people. The 

ButI still believe that a sum of money equal to what was actually money that we are contributing now, the $5,000,000which we are 
appropriated, without requiring any of it to be returned to the called upon to contribute, comes out of the people of the United 
United States for celebrating the independence of this country States. I made a little estimate about my own State, and I can 
is q nite sufficient for the purpose of celebrating the expansion not figure it down io less than $250,000 that will be taxed upon the 
that we had when we crossed the Mississippi River and com- people of Alabama for the pID'pose of this contribution to St. Louis. 
menced planting a field for the enterprise of our people beyond We love St. Louis well enough to do that for her if we wern 
that great water course. If the Mississippi Riv-er had been 300 able to do it, but our people are not in a condition to pay that 
miles wide, as the La Plata is at Buenos Ayres, I suppose it is amount of money, levied upon them by the tax collector, for the 
likely that the enterprise of the present generation would not glory and honor of any place, and more particularly is that a fact 
have crossed it. That would be about the distance. I believe, when we get no sympathy from St. Louis or Missouri and no as
from the nearest coast of the United States to Porto Rico, a much sistance, so far as we know, in the records and annals of the 
greater distance than that between Key West and the coast of Congress of the United States in any great enterprise that we are 
Florida on the north. connected with a.nd upon which the resurrection of the South de-

The truth is that we have arrived at that period in our history pends. We have no encouragement, no sympathy, no assistance. 
wl:ien the American people receive with gratification the evidence Notwithstanding that, I would most cheerfully vote for any 
of our success and p1·osperity under the doctrines that were laid reasonable sum, and I think I am voting for a very large sum 
down by Mr. Jefferson when he felt at first blush that he was really I when I put the claims of St. Louis for celebrating Jefferson's ex
violating the Constitution of the. United States in order to make pansion upon the same footing precisely that I put the claims of 
that acquisition by treaty from France. I Philadelphia when she was celebrating that wonderful event, the 

He soon got over his difficulties, however, when he realized the independence of the United States. Can she not afford to put up 
fact that the scheme of government which we had established with a sum of money from the Government of the United States 
here was not merely for the purpose of conBerving the interests for celebrating the expansion of our territory and of our power 
that were included in the original boundaries of the land, but to the West that onr friends in Philadelphia even thought might 
that it really extended and spread itself out in one way and an- be extravagant, and they promised to pay a million dollars back, 
other, chiefly through its intluence, but as largely as might be and did it, in order to get our assistance to celebrate the anniver
necessary through its physical power and its power of conquest, sary of American independence? 
if you please, so as to comprehend all the nations of the earth that Well, this business, Mr. President, really has gone far enough. 
chose to accept it; not that we desired to force it upon anybody, When we have spent $13,000,000 and upward in this work of 
not that we desired to become a propaganda for the purpose of expositions, and turn our attention to what results can be figured 
sprea-ding and confirming republican institutions in the world, up and shown to the American people as having been accom
but he saw, as .we see now in the clearer light of experience, that plished by this expenditure, I think we will all feel that we have 
it was a necessary element in the character of the people who gone quit.a far enough in this direction. I do not propose to cut 
occupied this country at the beginning of the last century that St. Louis off until she ha::i had a full chance to compet.e with 
they should have room to expand all their genius and all their Chicago. She is entltled to it. That is what she wants, and I am 
power and all their commercial enterprise and all their institn- in favor of giving it to h~r. I think that $3,000 000 from the 
tions of morality and religion to the uttermost parts of the earth. Treasury o! the United States is quite enough to enable her to 

Now I submit, Mr. President, that $-5,000,000 is too much for accomplish that feat if she can do it. 
this exhibition at St. Louis. I do not blame the people of Mis- Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have heard a great many remark
souri or the people of St. Louis for attempting to excel the people able speeches in the Senate, but never one so extraordinary as that 
of Chicago in the great Columbian Exposition, and I am quite to which we have just listened. 
satisfied that in that rivalry which is at the bottom of a good deal The memory of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] is 
of the enterprise on this occP.sion and on this subject it is not very short. When I as a Missouri Senator stood here at the ex
necessary that the Government of the United States should lend pense of my health and the risk of my life to prevent legislation 
itself to the rivalry between St. Louis and Chicago. that I thought and the Senator from Alabama said would ruin his 

Neither is it necessary that the Goven;unent of the United States State and the entire Southern people, I was under the impression 
should pass laws and appropriate money for the purpose most that I was the friend of the South and that I was doing all I could 
largely of the encouragement of the income and the increase of to rebuild her ruined industries and her desolated fields. 
the income of the great railroad e<>mpanies that concenter at St. I do not know to what measure the Senator refers when he says 
Louis. When we come to think it over and find out who is going that Mis ouri has no sympathy with the South. Missouri showed 
to make any money out of this enterprise, it is quite obvious it is during the war and since the war her deepest and most earnest 
not the people who will visit St. Louis during the exposition, for sympathy with the South and solicitude for her interests. There 
they are expected {o pay from $15 to $30 per capita as a contribu- has never been a measure before the Senate that I have not sup
tion to the treasury of the expositfon. The Government will not ported earnes~y and vigorously in ord~r to rebuild the Southern 
make any money out of it. Thls amendment does not contemplate people and bnng them back to prosperity, 
that the Government of the United States shall ever receive a dol- I can imagine no other bill to which the Senator refers than the 
lar back of the expenditure of the $5,000,000, and when we pass Nicaraguan bill, to which he seems to give his entire time and at
this amendment the expenditure will never be less than $5,000,000. tention. I have never been able to agree with the details of that 

Who, then, makes the money? Not, perhaps, the exhipitors measure as presented by the Senator, and I tell him now that 
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rather than giv~ up my right of judgment and m~ honest convic- f the same hour on the remaining day of this week. I make the re
tions upon that or any other measure I would smk all hope of quest for the two days. 
this exposition a thousand fathoms beneath thew~ves of ~he ocean. Th~ PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sena~or from Io~a asks 
I sh·tll do what I consider to be mv duty as he will do hIS, but no unammous coneent that when the Senate adJourn to-day 1t be to 
such threat and no such reproach as he has made here to-d.ay will meet at 11 o'clock on both Friday and Saturday. Is there objec-
haYe the slightest effect upon my action as a Senator. _ tion? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The Senato:r says that under no circumstances could fhe Uruted MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
States receive anything from this exposition. He has not read A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
the amendment. The amendment provides that the United BRow~rKG, its Chief Clerk, announced that tlUJ House insists 
States, in the event that this exposition is successful, shall receive upon its amendments to the bill (S. 3419) making further pro
its due proportion of the profits, if there be any. The municipal- vision for a. civil government for Alaska, and for other purposes, 
ity of St. Louis, the people of the State of Missouri, propose to disagreed to by the Senate, agrees to the conference asked for by 
give $11,000,000. Sixteen States and Territories are included in the i::enate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
the Louisiana pnrchase, with more than twenty million people, and had appointed Mr. w ARNER, Mr. KNox, M . GIBSON, Mr. 
and the valuation of billions of dollars, paying thousands of mil- LLOYD, and Mr. McDowELL as managers at the conference on th~ 
lions of revenues to the Treasury of the United States each year. part of the House. 

Are we asking too much when we consider what Chicago re-
ceiYed? The Senator says, " This is a question of rivalry.,, If 80, ALLOWANCE OF EXCEPTIONS. 
it is a generous and just and proper rivalry. Chicago received Mr. HOAR submitted the following report: 
85,700, 000. He says that $5,000,000 in this instance is an enormous The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
appropriation. It is true by the list the Senator is now referring on the a.meJ?.dment of the Sen!'te to the bill (H. R. 8366) to amend section 953 
t Ch. · ed 4!..t 70'0 000· 'k. t ·t t be . be, d th t of the ReVJ.Sed Statutes, ha.vmg met, after full ami free conference have 
;o, 1cago rece1v qs, ' .' ~u 1 mus . 1 em EID. 1 e a l agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol

the-re were two and a half million of souvemr half dollars, th~ lows: 
first half of which were sold at a dollar each, making a.bout I That the House recedes from its di~gl'eement to the Sena. te amendment 
~~ 700 000 that was appropriated in the bill for the establishment num~ed 1, and agrees to_the same _with amen<l?ient as f.oll?ws: . . 
9V1 ' _ • . • • In heu of the ma.t.ter stricken out msert "hut m case said Judge IS satisfied 
of the expos1t10n m the city of Chicago. that owing to the fa.ct that he did not preside at th.e trial. or for any other 

It is not my purpose, Mr. President, to drag into this debate the r~use. that he .can not fairly pass .upo~ ~d m~tion and allow a.nd. sign said 
question of AY'Tlansion. I do not propose to be diverted from the bill of exc~ptions, the~, he may, m his discretion, grant a. new trial to the 
1 · · ~~.t' • bef th S ~~~ b te · · t h t party movmg therefor. eg1t1mate question ore e en<>U:; Yen rmg rn o t a ques- Strike out all of section 3; and the Senate agree to the same. 
tion, or the Philippines, or Porto Rico, or Cuba. Much is to be The House recedes from its disagreement to the Senate amendment num-
said upon that question. All I wish to say iB that the people of bered 2, and agrees to the same. 
this immense area, won to the Union by the prophetic genius of GEORGE F. HOAR, 

0. H. PLATT, 
Thomas Jefferson-and all parties and men of all climes even bow 
before his shrine for that act, if for none other-deserve this 
$5,000,000, at least when the people of the State and the citizens of 
St. Louis put up $11,000tOOO to this $5,000,000, which is not out of 
proportion to the geographical extent or the population of that 
vast area. 

Nowt Mr. President, I sha.11 not detain the Senate by going into 
e. detail of the vast resources and the great importance to the 
whole country of this exposition as qeveloping what the Ameri
can :people are willing to do in that new country, which was the 
frontier at the time Mr. Jefferson made the purchase from France. 
We have celebrated the discove1-y of America. . We celebrate each 
recuning year that great event, the declaration of .American in
dependence, and this, the next greatest event in the history .of the 
American people, deserves to be celebrated in justiee to the vast 
results which om· civilization and the enterprise of our people 
have brought about. <. 

The report was agreed to. 

A 0. BACO~. 
Manage·rs cm rhe part of the Senate. 

JOHN J. JENKINS, 
JULIUS KAHN, 
W. L. TERRY. 

Managers on the part <>! the House. 

EDWARD GOT]FRIED. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol

lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying paperst referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate: , 

I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, with accom
pan~ingpa.pers. in response to the 8enate resolution of A.pril 16, 1!JOO. calling 
upon that office-r to furnish to the Senate l'Opies of all papers in relation to the 
alleged deprf'd.ations on the prope1-ty and in.juries and indignities upon the 
perso:n of Edward Gottfried, a citizen of the United States, by Peruvian 
re•olution.ists. 

WILLIAM l\IcKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE l\IA.Ns:ION, May SJ, 1900. 

· We are not here as mendicants. We do not ask the Senator from 
Alabama for one single dollar in__ the way of a gratuity. We sim
ply ask that in proportion to what we a.re willing to do ourselves 
in behalf of a great enterprise which brings to our shores visitors to SAMUEL s. WHITE. 
go back and report the vast possibilities of this new Republic we The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate the amend-
shall have from the Tr~asury of the United States. the same ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 351) granting 
treatment t~at has been glVen to others. . . . . a.n increase of :pension to Samuel S. White. 

Tbe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question IS on concnrnng , The amendment of the House was, in line 8, before the word 
in the amendment. . I "dollars/' t-0 strike out" thirty 'y and 1nsert ''twelve." 

The amendment was concurred m. . 1 Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
Mr. RAWLINS. I ?ff er the follo~mg ame4dmen~ House amendment and ask for a committee of conference on thv 
Mr. MORGAN. I nse to a question of order. What amend- disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

ment was agreed to? I offered t-0 amend the amendment. The motion was agreed to. 
The PRE:5.IDENT pro tempore. The ame~dment to the amend- By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was anthor-

ment p_roposmg to reduce the amount from· i}:000,000 to $3,000,000 ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate· and Mr. 
waMs reJectRedG. AN B t f Sen t ? G.!.LLINGER, Mr. QUARLES, and Mr. KE~NEY were appointed . 

.r r. MO . ya voe o the a e 
The PRESIDENT pro temi;ore. Yes. sir; by a. vote of the Sen- LOUISE D. SMITH. 

ate. The Senator from Ufah offers an amendment, which will be The PRESIDENTprotempore laid before the Senate the amend-
read. ments of the House to the bill (S. 3662) granting an increase of 

Tbe SECRETARY. On page 53 strike out "station," in line 9, pension to Louise D. Smith. 
and insert" stations;" strikeout the word" point," inlinell, and The amendments were, in line 8, before the word "dollars," to 
insert" points:" after the word "Idaho," in line 11, insert the strike out "thirty" and insert "twenty-five;" and in line 9, after 
words "an~ Utah; ,, so as to read: tbe word "receiving," to insert "and S2 per month additional on 

Foresta.blishingfiRh·hatcbing andfisb-culturestation, including construe· account of each of the minor children of said William H. Smith 
tion of bui'ldings and ponds, and equipment, a.t some suitable points in Idaho until they reach the age of 16 years." 
an.dUtah,tobeselectedbytheUnitedSta.tffiCommissione!o!'FishandFish- .Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
er1es, $10,000', or so much thereof as may be necessary: P rot-ided, That no part d +~ f th H 
of this appropriation shall be used for the purchase of a site. amen men~ o e ouse. 

. . . The motion was agreed to. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question IS on agreemg to 
the amendment. I JOSEPH LO~GMmE. 

The "amendment was agreed to. The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend-
The ~M~ents were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2938) grant-

read a t~nrd time. . . ing an increase of pension to .Joseph Longmire. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. The amendment of the House was, in line 8, before., the word 

) "dollars," to strike out "twenty-five" and insert ''twenty." 
HOUR OF MEET:rna. I Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that when the Sen- atl'.lendment. · 
ate adjourn to-day it be to meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow, and at The motion was agreed to. 

• 
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ANNIE D, M. WOOD. 
The PRESIDENT pro temp ore laid before the Senate the amend

ment of the House to the bill (S. 1975) granting a pension to An
nie D. M. Wood. 

The amendment of the House was, in line 8, before the word 
"dollars," to strike out "fifty" and insert "forty." 

Mr. GALLING ER. I move that the Senate concur in the amend
ment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 
CLARA H. INCH. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend
ment of the House to the bill (S. 1593) granting an increase of 
pension to Chl.ra H. Inch. 
- The amendment of the Honse was, in line 8, before the word 
"dollars," to strike out "fifty" and insert "forty." 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concnr in the 
amendment of the' House. 

The motion was agreed to. 
ROBERT GAMBLE, JR. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend
ment of the House to the bill (S. 291'1) granting an increase of 
pension to Robert Gamble, jr. 

The amendment of the House was, in line 8, before the word 
"dollars," to strike ont "twenty-five" and insert "twenty." 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
amendment of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. By unanimous consent it was agreed that 
half an hour shonld be devoted to pension bills after the sundry 
civil appropriation bill had been passed. I do not expect to call 
up that order this evening, but I beg to make the request, inas
much as there are a large number of Honse pension bills on the 
calendar which ought to be passed, that the time be extended so 
that the committee will be given one hour. · · · 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore • . One hour when? 
Mr. GALLINGER." Immediately after the routine morning 

business to-morrow. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I wish the Senator would not 

make that request to-night. There is a bill which:the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. FAIRBANKS], who has left the Chamber, has 
been trying faithfully for two or three days to get brought up for 
consideration, which I think is a bill of the utmost· importance, 
and that is the extradition bill. Of conrse it can not interfere 
with appropriation bills, but I wish the Senator from New Hamp
shire would not ask that the order which has already been made 
be extended. He will find other opportunities before the time of 
adjournment to get all his pension bills through. - . . = 

Mr. GALLINGER. I accept the suggestion, Mr. President. 
Mr. SEWELL. I gave notice a few days ago that immediately 

on the conclusion of the bill which we have jnst passed I would 
ask the Senate to consider the Military Academy appropriation. 
bill. It is too late, I suppose, to-night to go on with that bill, but 
immediately after the morning .hour to-morrow I shall call it up. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I shall insist that the unanimous-consent 
· order shall not be vacated by a proposition of that kind. I may 
arrange it with the Senator from New Jersey, but I will not yield 
my right. 

Mr. SEWELL. I was not aware that any unanimous-consent 
order had been made. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Such is the fact. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I was going to ask unanimous consent, with 

the consent of the Senator from New Jersey, to take up to-morrow 
morning as soon as possible Rouse bill 11646, a short bill. It is 
called the "rirnr and harbor bill." and it will not take more than 
fifteen or twenty minutes to dispose of it. There are a number of 
amendments to it, and I WO!lld like to send it over to the House 
to-morrow: · 

Mr. HALE. As there is a pretty full Senate, I want to present 
this consideration to the fair view of every Sena tor here: There are 
only two appropriation bills left-the general defi.cien·cy bill and 
the l\iilitary Academy bil_l. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. And the river and harbor bill. 
Mr. HALE. The river and harbor bill is not a regular appro-

priation-bill. . . . 
:Mr. ALDRICH. There is no appropriation in the river and 

harbor bill. · · 
Mr. HALE. That is a distinctive bill. 
Mr. ALDRICH. For surveys. 
Mr. HALE. It is not claimed to be &n appropriation bill, bnt 

is for suYveys. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Still it proposes to appropriate four or five 

hundred thousand dollars. 
Mr~ HALE. Still it is not a regular appropriation bill, because 

it was determined that there should be no river and harbor appr<r 
priation bill this year. 

Now, if the Senate will take up these two appropriation bills
and both can be passed, I think, to-morrow-then the appropriation 
bills will go into conference, and Saturday and Sunday will be 
spent upop them, and l\Ionday, and in those days, after the ap
propriation bills have been passed, there will be opportunity 
for all these other bills. For the bill in charge of the Senator 
from Michigan, for the pension bUls, for the extradition bill, and 
for all other bills there will be that space of time that can be taken 
up by their consideration. 

I hope the Senatewill allow the appropriation bills, which must 
be passed, to be passed first, so that we may get out of the way. 
Otherwise there will be a wrangle for precedence between different 
bills; and the appropriation bills will be postponed; They must 
come up, and they will come at a later time and interfere with 
everything. Let us get those bills out of the way of other Sena
tors, and let us get them into the committee room-into confer
ence-where Senators want us to be with them, and then thB Sen
ate can take up other matters. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 58 minutes 

p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, June 1; 
1900, at 11 o'clock a. m, · 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 31, 1900. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
HENRY N. COUDEN, D. D. .. . . 

The J ournaJ of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
PAIR. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a correction . . I 
have a general pair with the gentleman from Massachusetts rMr. 
McCALL], and thinking that he was here yesterday, I votecl. I 
find he is reported in the RECORD as paired. I very.much regret 
that the record appears that way. I would not have voted, of 
course, if I had known that the gentleman was absent. · . . . 

TRUSTS. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privileged report. . 

. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania calls up 
the following privileged report from the Committee on ·Rules. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution No. 273, 

have had the same under consideration and report the following as a substi· 
tute therefor: 

Resol.ved, That House Joint Resolution 138, proposing an amendmentto the 
Constitution of the United States, be made the special order in the House 
and taken up mmediately on the adoption of this order; that general debate 
shall continue during the day and during a night session from 8 to 10.30 
o'clock, and until 5 p. m. Friday, June 1, when the previous question on the 
resolution and amendments thereto reported from the committee to its final 
passage shall be considered as ordered, and the vote taken thereon without 
delay or intervening motion. 

That the bill (H. R. 10539) to amend an act entitled ~'An act to protect 
ade and commerce against unlawful restraints and monopolies," al>proved 

July 2, 1890, be made the special order in the House and taken up unmedi
ataly after the disposition of said House joint resolution 138; that general de
bate thereon be limited to one hour. thirty minutes on each side. and that 
tne same be then considered under the five-minute rule as in the Committee 
of the W·hole until 4: o'clock p. m., of Saturday, June. 2, when the previous 
question on the bill and pending amendments shall be considered as ordered 
and the final vote taken; that at the opening of the general debate on House 
joint resolution 138 the amendments to H. R. 10539, proposed on the part of 
the minority in their views as filed, shall be read from the Clerk's desk and 
considered as pl'nding when the vote is .taken on said bill H. R. lOJOO, the 
time occupied m such reading not to be taken from the time of any mem
ber; that all members have leave to print upon such measures or either of 
them within five days after final vote taken. 

This rule shall not interfere with the consideration of conference reports. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I unde1·stand that will give us forty mizi-

utes for debate? 
The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

· The question was taken; and the previous question was ordered. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, there are on the Calendar of tlie 

. House two measures reported by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
one a joint resolution proposing an amendment to the Constitu
tion that would place in the power of CongrP,ss the legislation 
upon the subject of trusts; the other is a proposed amendment to 
the Sherman anti-trust law. If this rule should be adopted, all 
of to-day and a night session lasting from 8 o'clock to half past 10 
and all to-morrow until 5 o·clock would be devoted to general de
bate on the pr_oposed con~titntional amendment. A 5 o'clock 
to-morrow a vote is to be taken without in ter>ening motion, an~ 
under the terms of the rule no amendment will be in order upon 
this first proposition. 

Immediately upon the conclusion of this first proposition-that 
is to say, on Saturday morning, the:i.:e will be general debate for 

·one hour, thirty minutes on each side, ·upon "the.bill pioposin·g-an 
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amendment to the Sherman law, and after that general debate 
there will be debate under the five-minute rule until 4 o'clock in 
the afternoon, when the previous question shall be considered as 
ordered and a vote had on the bill and amendments. Upon this 
second proposition, under the rule, the bill would be open to 
amendment and a motion to recommit is in order. The amend
ments in the report of the minority upon the bill, it is provided 
shall be read at the beginning of the general debate upon the con
stitutional provision, so that they will be in the possession of the 
House during the whole of the debate. In addition to the oppor
tunity to debate, provision is made for printing within five days 
after the vote is taken, I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. 
Speaker. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr: Speaker, the gentleman from Penn
sylvania has explained the object of the rule, and the effect of its 
adoption. I will be pardoned if I repeat somewhat the explana
tion he has made. This resolution is framed for the purpose of 
bringing the Houso to a vote, first, upon the constitutional amend
ment proposed by the Judiciary Committee, and secondly, upon 
a bill it has reported, the vote on the constitutional amendment 
to be taken to-morrow afternoon at 5 o'clock, and the vote on the 
bill on Saturday at 4 o'clock. 

The rule is framed to permit amendments to be voted upon as 
to the bill, but it is expressly framed to prevent any kind of mo
tion to amend, modify, change, or alter in any way the constitu
tional amendment which is pending. 

Mr. GAINES. Why is that done? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. It is done for the very purpose I have 

stated, of- bringing the House to a vote upon the amendment as 
tendered by the majority of the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
to deny to the minority or to anyone the right to offer any amend
ment to this proposition. 

Mr. Speaker, we are confronted by a somewhat unique condi
tion here. The Republican party came into control of the Gov
ernment on the 4th of March, 1897. They placed in the White 
House their President; they have had the Senate and they have 
bad the House of Representatives since that day. Within eleven 
days after that time the President convened Congress in extraor
dinary session, the object being, as stated in his message, to repeal 
the then existing law and to pass a new revenue law. Notwith
standing the party had won the canvass the preceding year upon 
the monetary issue, that question was not touched on, I think; in 
that message, and Congress was convened to legislate upon the 
tariff. The result of that session was the passage of what is known 
as- the " Dingley bill," which I state here in my opinion has done 
more to create, foster, and.propagate trusts..than_any other bill put 
upon the statute book in our history. 

Mr. Speaker, that was in the Fifty-fifth Congress. That entire 
Congress, three sessions, passed into history and not one step was 
taken by the dominant party to legislate to protect the country 
from the injurious effects of trusts. No statute was altered or 
changed. - The Fifty-sixth Congress commenced to sit last Decem
ber, and now, after eix months, in the dying hours of this session 
of Congress, after we have already passed a resolution to adjourn 

·within less than one week from this hour, we-are presented with 
this resolution from the Committee on Rules bringing us to the 
consideration of a constitutional amendment. 

It is not proper, perhaps, for me at this stage to comment on 
the object and purpose of this resolution, but the · papers of the 
country of both political parties, and of no political party, under
stand the situation. The independent papers, as well as party 
organs, have all characterized the effort now being put forth by 
the dominant parf;.y in respect to this proposed amendment, and 

. they all unite m saying the only object is to make cheap political 
party capital. Your object is transparent and Ylill fail. It is 
charged by some that the entire object is to seek to recoup some 
of the political advantages they have lost, and do something to 
benefit the grand old party politically as this session is about to 
expire. · 

Mr. Speaker, I undertake to say that the country will not be 
fooled by this legislation. The Democratic party has taken action 
in respect to this matter of trusts. We have decided to, and are 
anxious, to vote tor any _measure, I care not in what shape, for 
any bill that will prevent or control trusts. We will vote for any 

• proper constitutional amendment to the same end, if one be neces
sary. We are ready to vote even for the bill now pending, if we can 
do no better, in order to put something on the statute bo6ks to 
enable Congress t) do, and the States to do, what is necessary to 
suppress trusts, but this constitutional amendment presented to 
us will not. in the opinion of the Democratic party, serve that 
purpose. On the other hand, we have solemnly decided as a 
pa1·ty that it will have the opposite effect. 

It will, in our judgment, take away from the States the power 
. which they now possess to suppress trusts, or at least greatly im
pair that power in the States. The most effectual remedy so far 
for the suppression of trusts, and their control and regulation, has 
been in the States. Mr. Speaker, this constitutional amendment, 

if passed, will serve to excuse Congress from acting and break 
down the power of the States to control these trusts. Now, I say, 
in view of that fact, our party has decided to oppose this consti
tutional amendment. We believe it is right to oppose it. We be
lieve that theEe papers, and I might quote a number of them, 
Republican, Democratic, and Independent, voice the proper senti
ment, such, for instance, as the great metropolitan paper here
the Washington Post-in an editorial of this date. It states the 
object and purpose and the effect most clearly of this proposed 
amendment, thrust upon us as this session of Congress is about 
to expire. 

The Post says in the editorial this morning: 
By supportin~ this constitutional amendment Democrats would have de

liberately connived at the permanent retirement of the trust issue, with
drawn it from the campaign, and thereby robbed their party of one of its 
most powerful engines of war. 

I will publish the editorial as a portion of my remarks. 
DEMOORATIC POSITION ON TRUSTS. 

Our Democratic friends in Congress are to be congratulated upon the at
titude they have assumed toward the constitutional amendment_proposed 
by the House Committee on theJudiciary,of which Hon. GEORGE W. RAY, of 
New York, is the chairman. Mr. RAY'S proposition is obviously impractica· 
ble, and, as many believe, was intended to be so. By supporting it the Demo· 
crats would ham deliberately connived at a. virtually permanent retirement 
of the trust issue, withdra.wn it from the campaign, and thereby robbed 
their party of one of its most powerful engines of wa.1". They express their 
utter disbelief in the sincerity of any representative Republican effort to 
curtail the power of the trusts. It would have been, therefore, suicidal on 
their part to commit themselves to an arrangement most palpably calculated 
to serve the alleged purposes of their antagonists. 

There was still another serious objection, which is set forth in clause 3 of 
the resolution adopted by the Democratic caucus on Tuesday night: 

•' 3. We oppose and urge Democrats in Congress to vote against t.he consti
tutional a.mendment proposed by the Republican ma.jority of the Judiciary 
Committee, unless ' amended by striking out section 1 thereof and adding 
thereto, in section 2, in lieu of these words, •The several States may continue 
to exercise such power in a.ny manner not in conflict with the laws of the 
United States,' the following: 'N otbing in this article, nor any act of Congress 
in pursuance thereof, shall operate to abridge or impair any of the rights or 
powers held by any of the States prior to its adoption.'" · 

It seems to be the case, therefore, that the Democrats regarded the Ray 
proposition not only as a scheme to postpone, perhaps indefinitely, all gov
ernmental action agaiust the trusts and incidentally to entrap the Demo
crats into withdrawing the issue of the campaign of 1900, but also, in C&Se the 
amendment should be finally adopted, as an abridgement of the rights and 
powers of the States. Certainly, holding such opinions, they could not have 
taken any course other than that referred to. Their present position, in 
this matter at least, seems to be unassailable. 

If we pass this constitutional amendment, the effect of it will 
be to do just what the dominant party desires to do, and that is 
to eliminate the trust issue from the campaign this. year. Now, 
are we going to help to do.it? I hope not. I trust every Demo
crat who loves constitutional Jaw and order, who, belie:ves in the 
rights of the State, will stand with his party here and vote down 
this constitutional amendment. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques· 
tion before he sits down. . ·. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Se.ction 2 of this joint resolution says: 
Congress shall have power to define, regulate, control, prohibit, or dis· 

solve-trusts, monopolies, or combinations, whether existing in the form of a 
corporation or otherwise. . . 

Now, if that is adopted, would it not give Congress the right to 
dissolve trade unions and federations of trade as much as any 
other trust or combination? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If Congress defines them to be trusts, I 
say yes. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Ten minutes. · 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

[Mr. DALZELLl use some of his time now? 
Mr. DALZELL. How much time have I, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER The gentleman has seventeen minutes. 
Mr. DALZELL. I yield to my colleague on the committee, the 

gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], whatever time he may 
desire. • 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Five minutes wiJl be all I shall want. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio will proceed. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I shall speak only or mainly 

upon the question of the propriety of the limitation of time pro
vided in this rule. I admit that were this a new question, if the 
proposi~ion to amend the Constitution by putting a measure so 
radical as this into the organic law were proposed now for. the. 
first time, there ought to be more, much more, extended debate 
than is contemplated by the rule now offered to the House. But 
it will be borne in mind that this is not a new question. This is 
not fallow ground; it is not virgin political soil into w4ich we 
shall delve to-day and to-morrow. On the contrary, it is finally 
converging into a concrete written proposition the views that have 
been held on this mighty question of policy. 

Into every debate which we have had during all this session of 
Congress, from the very ablest men upon both sides of the House, 
has come the discussion of this question. It began upon the very 
threshold of the session in December last, and it has permeated 
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the whole discussion of the times. Hundreds of thousands-yes, 
millions-of speeches have gone out to the country already on this 
eubject; most of them claiming that the Republican party would 
not do anything on this que~tion. So we have given time enough. 
jn my judgment, and I trust in the judgment of the House, for the 
discussion of this question. . 

One other matter. It is said there is possible injustice in the 
resolution, because we will not allow any amendment to be of
fered, and because we take away the ordinary privilege of a mo
tion to recommit with instructions. What justification is th01·e 
for that? I think a perfect one. This is the proposition of the 
majority. We shall be held responsible for every word in this 
proposition. You on the other side of the House will not help us 
bear that burden, if there is a burden. You on that side will not 
claim any of the credit~ i.f tbe1·e should be any ctedit. Therefore, 
we come to you with our proposition, stating frankly, HThis is 
ours: it shall be ac,-cepted without the dotting of an '' i" or the cross
ing of a 't; !'we will be responsible for it; you can have yom· choice 
to condemn it by your votes or array yourselves on our side of 
this question." 

I may say as we go along 1 and it is perfectly proper to say it, 
that to open the door to promiscuous amendment of a constitu
tional proposition is a very dangerous matter. We haye had some 
experience in this matter on the floor of the House when a propo
sition to amend the Constitution brought in here a series of pro
visions that nobody understood and nobody was willing to be 
responsible for when the climax was reached, and we were com
pelled at last to lay it aside, not because there was not intrinsic 
merit in the main proposition. but because by patchwork of 
amendments and concessions and compromises there had been an 
impossible amendment forced upon us. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I claim that this is a proper time for this 
amendment to go forth. There is to be no legislation under it 
nntil it is ratified by the constitutional number of States; so that 
between now and next December, or between now and the close 
of the short session of this Congress, 01· between now and the 
close of the long session of the Fifty-seventh Congress, there will 
be ample time for the people of the country to understand what 
is necessary in this matter 33.d to act upon it. I know this is 
somewhat radical legislation. I know that when Mr. Bryan at 
Chicago announced, as he did, the very proposition, in effect, as a 
cure for trusts, I myself criticised it as un-Democratic and in plain 
violation of the Democratic teaching of Sta.ta rights. But ~Ir. 
Bryan took occasion to remain absolutely silent from tha.t day to 
this, although he had gone to the great convention that was 
spoken of on the :floor of this House by the gentleman from New 
York [M.r. SULZER] as the dawning of the day of a great revolu
tion, upon this trust question in the United States. 

So, Mr. Speaker, we submit this proposition as our proposition; 
and we yield time enough to the other side to either concur with 
us or state their objections. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. !yield tothegentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] the remainder of my time. · 

l\lr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, on both sides of this Cham
ber the gentleman from Ohio is regarded as one of the most 
skillful debaters in this House; and when he can not give a good 
1·eason to justify a procedure of his party we are warranted in 
concluding that no good reason exists. 

The gentleman asks the House and the country to approve the 
refusal of the majority h01-e to allow an amendment to be offered, 
upon the gronnd thatthis is thepwposition of the majority and that 
the minority must take it or reject it as a whole. Surely the gen
tleman's partisan zeal must have blinded his usually clear intel
lect, for he can not expect the country to accept that as a sufficient 
reason. This is not only a great question, but it is a compara
tively new one; and in common fairness the majority ought to 
have insisted upon the minority proposing our plan of dealing 
with it. It is well enough for you to say to tbe country, "This is 
our plan;" but you ought to challenge us to submit ours side by 
side with yours and leave the country to judge who offers the safer 
and wise1· one. But instead of pursuing that obviously fair conrse 
of procedure, yon bring your ironclad rule into this Hall and say 
we must either vote for yom proposition or vote against it with
Qnt any opportunity to offer ours. 

Do the gentleman from Ohio and his party associates imagine 
that the country will not understand the purpose of this "extraor
dinary procedure? You deceive yourselves if you think you can 
deceh-e the people. They will understand that this is a mere play 
for partisan advantage. You have no real purpose to dissolve or 
destroy the trusts. You have been in session for six months, and 
yet not until within six days of the time for final adjournment as 
fixed by your own resolution have you allowed the Honse to take 
up this question for consideration. Not a gentleman on that side 
will hazard his reputation for candor and troth by standing up 
and declaring that he expects either this constitutional amend
ment or the bill which is to follow it to pass the Senate during 
the present session of Congress. You have waited until theses-

sion is a.bout to. expire under yom· own resolution, and theu you 
pass through the House a constitutional amendment and a bill, 
leaving them on the Senate Calendar until the next Presidential 
election shall have come and gone; and if tlle people vote you, as 
you hope they will, a renewal of confidence, you may or may not 
pass either bill or amendment through the Senate. 

That you can never put this amendment into the Constitution 
of the United States is plain to every thinking man. You have 
purposely drawn it so th.a.t three-fourths of the States can never 
be induced to adopt it. Yon know as well as we do that no State 
in tills Union that believes in the preservation of the right of local 
self-government will ever -vest in the Cong1·e::>s of the United 
States the power to come within its borders and take control of 
its domestic industries. f Applause ~n the Democratic side.] You 
know that the trusts understand that there is not the remotest 
danger to them in this constitutional amendment. If you had 
sincerely desired to make it a part of our organic law, you could 
have accomplished your object by a very slight amendment. If 
you had merely added to the phraseology which it now contains, 
and, after enumerating the trusts, combinations, and monopolies 
which Congress should have the power to dissolve, you had merely 
added the words "engaged in commerce among the several States 
or with foreign nations," yon would have received every vote on 
this side of the Chamber and the sanction of every sovereign 
State in this Union. [Applause on the Demoeratic side.] 

For one I will never vote to vest in the Congress of the United 
States the power to deny the Sta.ta of Texas the right to define 
and punish her own domestic conspiracies against her own trade. 
If she has a corporation that in her wisdom ought to be permitted 
to engage in a given business, the States of Illinois and Pennsyl
vania ought to have no right to say her nay. If there be one that 
in her own imperial will she desires to crush, the States of Penn
sylvania and New York have no right to stay-her arm. Your 
safety consists in the fact that whenever an article of merchan
dise or manufacture produced within her border~ is loaded upon 
a train or ship to become the subject of interstate 01· foreign com-
merce, then the power of Congress attaches. -

That power is ample to protect every State in this Union against 
the industrial evils of every other State within it. If the State of 
New Jersey chooses to sanction any enterprise, theBtateof Penn
sylvania has no right to complain until the evil brood begins to 
cross the border lines into Pennsylvania. The moment it. begins 
the journey across the line, the power of Congress attaches and is 
ample. The moment the brood of evil reaches and attempts to 
remain in the State of Pennsylvania, the power of Pennsylvania 
is amp!e. I say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania and to that 
side if you will limit the power of Congress over these organiza
tions to those engaged in interstate and foreign commerce,. which 
is as faT as Federal jurisdiction ought to extend, you can pass your 
amendment by a unanimous vote; and I ventw·e to record the 
prophecy here that if you do not amend it in some such sensible 
manner, it can never become a part of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

There are two ways to encourage crime. One is to close your 
eyes against the existence of it, and another is to propose an im
practicable and impossible method of its punishment. Yon have 
chosen to do the latter, and you have chosen deliberately, because 
nobody doubts that you know exactly what you are doing. I have 
many times doubted IOur sincerity, I have sometimes doubted 
your absolute political integrity, but I have never doubted yofil' 
ability. You may sometimes be hypocrites, and a few of you may 
sometimes be rascals, but none of you are ever fools, and you 
knew your purpose when yon framed this amendment so as to 
prevent its adoption. [Laughter and applause on the Democratic 
side.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, DAL-
ZELL] has ten minutes remaining. 

Mr. DALZELh Have the other side exhausted their time? 
The SPEAKER. They have. 
M.r. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, there is no political party in this 

country, nor any individual who has any care for his political 
future, who is not against the .trusts. [Derisive laughter on the 
Democratic side.] The difference between the two parties or the 
three parties upon this subject is that the Democratic party and 
the Populist party confine their opposition to trusts to mere • 
speech. The .Republican party addresses itself to legislation. 
[Applause on the Republican side and manifestations of derision 
on the Democratic side.] The interstate-commerce law is the 
pro'1.uct of Republican legislation. The Sh£>rman anti-trust law 
of 1890 is the product of Republican legislation. When in 1 92 
the Democratic party entered the field for the Presidency, and 
nominated Grover Cleveland for President, it declared in its 
platform.: 

We recognize in the trusts and combinations, which are designed to enable 
capital to secure more than it just share of the joint product of capital and 
labor, a. natural consequence of the prohibitive taxes which prevent the free 
competition which is the life of honest trade, but we believe their worst 
evil.S can be abated by law, and we demand the rigid enforcement of the laws 
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ma-0.e to pre>ent arui control them, together with such further legislation in 
restrn.int of their abuses as e~perience ma.y show to be necessary. 

And yet for four years the Democratic party, in control of legis
lat:on entered upon no legislation in further repression of trusts, 
and being in control of the Executive Depurtments, took no steps 
to enforce the law that a Republican Congress had fut upon the 
statute books. [Applause on the Republican side. The great 
Populistic leader, after whom tbe Democratic party trails to-day, 
on the stump and at the trust conference in Chicago, declared that 
a constitutional amendment ought to be passed putting in the 
power of Congress the regulation of trusts, concurrently with the 
States. 

He said: 
That Congress should pass a law providing (1) that no corporation organ

ized iu any 8t.ate should do business outside of the State in which it is organ
ized until it receives from some power created by Congress a. license author
izing it to do business outside of its own State. (2) That snch license should 
only issue upon these three conditions. 

* "' "' "' * * "' As to the constitutionality of such a.law my thought is that Congress should 
enact it, and if it should be declared unconstitutional by the Supreme Court, 
then I am in favor of so amending the Federal Constitution as to give Cou
gre the power to destroy every tt'ust in the country. 

rApplause on the Republican sid~.] 
:But when we come here to-day and offer you the remedy sug

gested by your own leader, the leader up~:>n that side of the House 
addre3ses himself in impassioned terms to his Democratic col
leagues to stand together and oppose this proposed legislation. 
You eay that we are hypocrites; that we are not acting in good 
faith. Why, we are exercising every power that is within our 
reach to put upon the statute books that which wa believe will 
end the power of these great combinations~ Then you complain 
that we do not allow you to offer an amendment. You stand up 
and say no constitutional amendment should be passed, because 
it infringes the power of the States, and then you complain that 
we do not allow you to amend that which you say under no cir
cumstances could be passed. Your objection is not to the form of 
this legislation. Your objection as announced is to the substance, 
and no amendment, therefore, can cure that which yon claim to be 
radically wrong in substance. 

The remedy proposed 'by the g~ntleman from Texas in respect 
to interstate commerce is a remedy that already exists. The Su
preme Court of the United States, on several occasfons, in several 
cases, have declared that with that remedy alone Congress is 
powerless to resist these trusts; and so now, following those deci
sions following the way pointed out, we propose to remedy the 
evil by this new legislation. Th& gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] says the trusts are not frightened. by this propo.sed legis
lation. The trusts are not frightened because they know that 
between them and the proposed legislation in solid phalanx stands 
the Democratic party in their pTOtection. [Applause on the Re
publican side. l 

I conclude, Mr. Speaker, as I oogan. The fundamental differ
ence between you gentlemen on that side of the aisle and us upon 
this side of the aisle is that you believe in mere demagoguery upon 
the stump. We believe in effective legislation upon the stat~te 
books. (Applause on the Republican side.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, in pl,lrsuance of the notice 

I gaye on yesterday we want to move to recommit this rule with 
instructions to report some amendmentB to it. The gentleman 
from Ar~nsas [Mr. TERRY] has the form of the motion to re
commit and I ask that he be recognized to offer the motion to 
recommit the rule. 

Mr. DALZELL. I make the point of order that that is not in 
order. • 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is sustained. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the Chair will hear me a moment• 

before the Chair sustains the point of order. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled in this session on this 

question, following the ruling of Speaker Crisp, who made the 
ruling distinctly-- · 

Afr. RICHARDSON. I respectfully ask the Chair to hear me, 
to call attention to the pTecedents cited here in Parliamentary 
]?recEdents, a book prepared by the present parliamentarian of 
the House, who is the clerk at the Speake1·'s desk. He says, on 
page 14, Padiamentary Precedents, that "after the previous 
question is ordered on a report from the Committee on Rules, the 
motion to recommit is admitted under the more recent practice 
of the House. although the rulings conflict." 

The SPEA~R. The Chair will say that he has thoroughly ex
amined all of the e authorities, that he did so before making the 
ruling he made in the early part of the session, and therefore the 
Chair follows the ruling that he then made. The Chair will hear 
arguments when the Chair has not made up his mind and is in 
doubt; but when his mind is clear, of course there is no use in 
making' arguments and unnecessa"1'ily taki:cg up the time of the 
~~ . . . 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I desire respectfully to ask-

l\.fr. STEELE and others. Regular order! 
Mr, RICHARDSON. I desire to ask the Chair, for information, 

if the Chair has read the two decisions by .Mr. Speaker Reed that 
the motion to recommit was in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is entirely familiar with his (Mr. 
Reed's) rulings, and referred to them when he made the decision 
at this session, and he is also familiar with the rulings of Speaker 
Crisp. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We have not the decision of the Speaker 
at this session before us. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker-
The SP EAKER. The Chair has ruled on this question. 
Mr. TERRY. Does the Chair rule that we can not even read 

the motion to recommit? 
The SPEAKER. It isoutof order. The point of order is made 

against it. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. The 
question was taken, and the Speaker announced. that the ayes ap
peared to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Division. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. The yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 14.1, nays 118, 

answered ''present" 12, not voting 81; as follows: 

Adams, 
Aldrich, 
Alexander, 
Allen, Me. 
Babcock, 
Bailey, Kans. 
Baker, 
Bartholdt, 
Bishop, 
Bore~~· 
Bou teu, IlL 
Bowersock, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Burke, S. Dale. 
Burkett, 
Burleigh, 
Burton, 
Butler, 
Calder head, 
Cannon, 
Capron, 
Clarke, N. H. 
Cochrane, N. Y. 
Connell, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Cromer, 
Crumpacker, 
Curtis, 
Cu hman1 
Dahle, WIB. 
Dalzell. 
Davenport, S. A. 

.Davidson, 

Adamson, 
Allen, Ky. 
Bailey, Tex. 
Ball, 
Barber, 
Bartlett, 
Bell, 
Bellamy, 
Benton, 
Bradley, 
Brantley, 
Breazeale, 
Brenner, 
Brundidge, 
Burleson, 
Caldwell, 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton, Ala. 
Clayton, N. Y. 
Cochran, Mo. 
Cooney, 
Gowherd, 
Cox~ 
Cummings, 
Davenport, S. W. 
De Armond, 
De Vries, 
Denny, 
Dinsmore. 
Dougherty, 

Bankhead, 
Bromwell, 
Brownlow, 

Acheson. 
Allen. Miss. 
Atwater, 
Barham, 
Barney, 
Berrh, 
Bing am, 

YEAS-lil. 
Dayton, Joy, 
Dick, Kahn, 
Dolliver, Lacey, 
Eddy, Landis, 
Emerson, Lane, 
Esch, Lawrence, 
Faris, Linney, 
Fletcher, Littauer, 
Ford.Dey, Littlefield, 
Foss, Long, 
Fowler, Lorimer, 
Freer, Loudenslager, 
Gardner, Mich. Lovering, 
Gardner, N. J. McCall, 
Gibson, McCleary, 
Gill, McPherson, 
Gillett, Mass. Mahon, 
Graham, Marsh, 
Greene, Mass. Mercer1 Grosvenor, Metcalr, 
Grow, Mille1~ 
Hamilton, Mondell, 
Haugen, Moody, Mass. 
Hawley Moody, Oreg. 
Heatwole, Morgan, 
Hedge, Mudd. 
Hemenway, Needham, 
Henry, Conn. O'Grady, 
Hepburn, Olmsted, 
Hitt, Otjen, 
Hoffecker, Over treet, 
Howell, Parker, N. J. 
Hull, Payne, 
Jack. Pearson, 
Jenkins, Phillips, 
Jone , Wash. Prince, 

NAYS-11 
Driggs, 
Finley, 
Fitzgerald. N. Y. 
Fitzpatrick, 
Fleming, 
Foster, 
Gaines, 
Gaston, 
Gilbert, 
Glynn, 
Gordon, 
Green Pa. 
Griftith, 
Griggs, 
Hall, 
Hay, 
Henry, Miss. 
Howard, 
Jett, 
Johnston, 
Jones, Va. 
King, 
Kitchin, 
Kleberg, 
Kluttz, 
Lamb, 
Lanham, 
Lassiter, 
Latimer, 
Lentz, 

AKSWERED 
Knox. 
Livingston, 
McAleer, 

LMter. 
Levy 
Le~, 
Little, 
Lloyd .. 
McClellan, 
l\IcLa.in, 
McRae, 
Maddox, 
Mann. 
May, 
M.eekison, 
Meyer, La. 
Miers., Ind. 
Moon. 
Muller, 
Neville, 
Newlands, 
Noonan, 
Pierce, 'fenn. 
Quarles, 
Ransdell, 
Rhea, Ky. 
Rhea, V:i.. 
Richardson, 
Riordan, 
Rixey, 
Robb, 
Robinson, Ind 
Robins:m, Nebr. 

"PRESENT "-12. 
Morris. 
Naphen, 
Otey, 

NOT VOTING-81 
Boutelle, Me. Campbell, 
Brew1:1r, Carmack, 
Brick, Catchings, 
Broussard, Chanler, 
Bnll, Cooper, Tex. 
Burke, Tex. Crowley, 
Burnett, Crump, 

Pugh, 
Ray,N. Y. 
Reeder, 
Reeves, 
Roberts, 
Rodenberg, 
Shattuc, 
Shelden, 
Showalter, 
Sibley, 
Smith, H. C. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Spalding, 
Sperry, 
Steele, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Stewart, N. Y. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Sulloway, 
Tawney, 
Thomas, Iowa 
Tongne, 
Van Voorhis, 
Vreeland, 
W a.dsworth, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Wa.t~rs, 
Watson, 
Weeks, 
Wise, 
Wright, 
Young. 

Rucker, 
Ruppert, 
Ryan, N. Y. 
Scudder, 
Shafrotb. 
Sheppard, 
Sims. 
Smith, Ky. 
Spight, 
Stark, 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stokes, 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Tate, 
Terry, 
Thomas, N. C. 
Underhill, 
Underwood, 
Wheeler, Ky. 
Williams, J. R. 
Williams, W. E. 
w illiams, l't1iS3. 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Zenor. 

Packer, Pa. 
Southard, 
Wilso~ S. C. 

Cusack. 
Daly, N.J. 
Davey, 
Davis, 
D~ Gra.ffenreill. 
Dovener, 
Driscoll. 
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Elliott, Lybrand, Ryan, Pa. Taylor, Ala. 
Fitzgerald, Mass. McCulloch, Sa1mon, Thayer, 
Fox, McDowell, Shackleford, Thropp, 
Gamble, Mesick, Sherman, Tompkins, 
Gayle, Minor, Slayden, Turner, 
Gillet, N. Y. Norton, Ohio Small, Vandiver, 
Graff, Norton, S. C. Smith, I1L Wachter, 
Grout, Pearce, Mo. Smith, Wm. Alden Weaver, 
Henry, Tex. Pearre, Snodgrass, Weymouth. 
Hill Polk, Sparkman, White, 
Hopkins, Powers, Spra~e, Ziegler. 
Kerr. Ridgely, Stallings, 
Ketcham, Robertson, La. Stewart, N. J. 
Loud, Russell, Tayler, Ohio 

So the resolution was /greed to. 
The follo\Ying pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. MORGAN with Mr. DA VEY. 
Mr. BARHAM with l\Ir. TURNER. 
Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania with Mr. POLK. 
Mr. BuLL with Mr. NA.PREN. 
Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. McDOWELL. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. WILSON" of South Carolina. 
Mr. GAMBLE with Mr. BURNETT, 
Mr. CRUMP with Mr. ATWATER. 
Mr. MORRIS with Mr. McCULLOCH, 
Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. Fox. 
Mr. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. MCALEER, 
Mr. SOUTHARD with Mr. NORTON of Ohio. 
Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. CARMA.CK. 
Mr. POWERS with 1t!r. BANKHEAD. 
Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr. BROUSSARD. 
Mr. KNOX with Mr. HEN"RY of Texas. 
Mr. :MESICK with Mr. BURKE of Texas. 
Mr. GILLET of New York with Mr. NORTON of South Carolina. 
Mr. DOVENER with Mr. CATCHINGS. 
Mr. HOPKINS with Mr. CUSACK. 
Mr. PEARCE of Missouri with Mr.VANDIVER. 
Mr. GRAFF with Mr. OTEY, for one week. 
Mr. WACHTER with Mr. SMALL, until June 5. 
Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. LIVINGSTON, until Friday at 3 p. m. 
For this day: · . . 
Mr. SMITH of Illinois with Mr. RYAN of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. BARNEY with Mr. DE GRA.FFENREID. 
Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. SLAYDEN, 
Mr. HILL with ¥.r. CROWLEY. 
Mr. SPRAGUE with Mr. GAYLE. 
J'ifr. RUSSELL of Connecticut with Mr. FITZGERALD of Massa-

chusetM. 
Mr. BRICK with Mr. BERRY. 
Mr. BOREING with Mr. SALMON. 
Mr. ACHESON with Mr. COOPER of Texas. 
Mr. LOUD with Mr. ELLIOTT, 
Mr. KERR with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 
Mr. DRISCOLL with Mr. ZIEGLER. 
Mr. KETCHAM with l\Ir, DA.vis. 
Mr. LYBRAND with Mr. THAYER. 
Mr. MINOR with Mr. DALY of New Jersey. 
Mr. PEARRE with Mr. RIDGELY. 
Mr. THROPP with Mr. STA.LLINGS, 
Mr. TOMPKINS with Mr. BREWER. 
On this vote: 
Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. CHANLER. 
Mr. GROUT with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
Mr. WEA VER with Mr. SNODGRASS. 
Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 

from Arkansas, Mr. McCULLOCH, and I desire to withdraw my 
vote and answer "present." 

The name of Mr. MORRIS was again called, and he answered 
"present," as above recorded. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with Mr. Mc
DOWELL, and I wish to withdraw my vote and be marked "pre§-
ent." • 

Mr. BROMWELL's name was again called, and he answered 
"present," as above recorded. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentle
man from Vermont, Mr. POWERS, and I desire to withdraw my 
vote and answer" present." 

Mr. BANKHEA.D's name was again called, and he answered 
" present." 

Mr. PAC.KER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. POLK, and I desire to with
draw my vote and be marked "present." 

Mr. PACKER'S name was again called, ahd he answered 
"present." 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con

sent that the time for general debate be equally divided between 
the Republican and Democratic sides of the House and that the 

gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY], senior member of the 
minority of the Judiciary Committee, control the time on that 
side and that I may control the time on this side. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani
mous consent that the time for general debate be equally divided 
between the two sides of the Chamber, he to control the time on 
the Republican side and the gentleman from Arkansas, Judge 
TERRY, the time on the other side. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. TERRY. l\Ir. Speaker, under the i·ule just adopted, pro
viding that certain amendments embracing the minority views 
be offered and read at the Clerk's desk, on consultation with the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. RAY], in order to save time, it 
is agreed that these shall be sent in a body to the Clerk's desk and 
be considered as separately offered in the proper part of the bill, 
considered as read, and be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani
mous consent that the proposition of the .minority referred to in 
the rule just adopted be considered as pending and be printed in 
the RECORD, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. The Clerk will read the House joint resolution which 
is now pending for consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
House joint resolution 138, proposing an amendment to the Constitution of 

the United States. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 

America in Congress assembled (two-thirds of each House concumng therein)i 
That the following article be proposed to the legislatures of the severa 
States as an amendment to the Constitution of the United States: 

"SECTION 1. That in all cases mentioned in this article the United States 
shall mean and include the several States ot the United States, the Terri
tories of the United States. and all territory under the sovereignty of and 
subject to the jurisdiction the United States. 

''SEC. 2. That the Congress shall have power to Cl'eate any corporation for 
the purpose of commerce bet\Veen the States, including railroad, telegraph, 
telephone, transportation, express, and sleepmg-·car companies. 

"SEC. 3. That all corporations in the United States shall be under the con
trol of Congress, includin~ the power to impose a. franchise tax. terminate 
the existence of corporations, forfeiture of the franchise, control, n.nd dis
position of the property of the corporation. 

"SEC. 4. That Congress shall have power to enforce this article by appro-
p1·iate lelrislation. . 

"SEC. 5. That in the absence of legislation on the part of Congress all powers 
conferred upon Congress by section 3 of this article may be exercised by the 
several States. ~' 

With the following amendments recommended by the commit
tee: 

Line 6 after" States," insert "Article XVI." 
Strite' out all of lines 7, 8, and 9, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

"All powers conferred by this article shall extend to the several States, the 
Territories, the District of Columbia, and." .. 

Strike out the word "of" in line 10. . 
Strike out sections 2, 3il 4, and 5, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
"SEC. 2. Congress sha have power to define, regulate, prohibit, or dissOlve 

trusts, monopolies, or combinations, whether existing in the form of a cor
poration or otherwise. 

"The several States may continue to exercise snch power in any manner 
not in conflict with the laws of the United States. 

"SEC. 3. Congress shall have power to enforce the provisions of this arti-
cle by appropriate legislation." , 

Amend the title so it will read: "Joint resolution proposing an amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States conferring power on Congress to 
define, regulate, prohibit, and dissolve trusts, etc." 

The following are the amendments offered by the minority: 
Amend the new section 9 as repor.ted by the c6mmittee as follows: Strike 

out all after figure 9 in said section and amend it so as to read as follows: 
•·SEC. 9. ·That every corporation, association, joint stock company, or part

nership formed or made, or managing or carrying on its business, 1n whole 
or in part, for the purpose of controlling or monopolizing, or in such manner 
a~ to control or monopolize, or tend to control or monopolize, the manufacture, 
~roduction, or sale of any article of commerce or merchandise intended for 
interstate commerce or commerce with foreign countries, or for the purpose of 
controlling or increasing or decreasing the cost or price of the same to the 
purchaser, user, or consumer thereof, for the purpose of preventing, or in 
si,ch manner as to prevent, competition, or of preventing competition in the 
manufacture, production, or sale thereof, is, for the purposes of this act, 
hereby declared to be illegal and a monopoly; and all ifUCh corporations, asso
ciations, joint stock companies, and partnerships, and their ojfice1·s, agents, 
managers, and attorneys, are herelnJ for bidden and prohibited Jt·ont ship1Jing or 
putting in tran-sit any such article of comme?·ce or me?·chanilise to any State, 
Territory, foreign country, or place, outside the State, Territory, 01· place in 
which it was man:iifactured or produced, and from selling or offering to sell any 
such article 01· nierchandise to be so shipped or put into any such transit, unless 
for the private or personal use of the consignee,· and for any violation of thi.~ 
provision shall be deemed guilty of an offense against the United States, and on 
conviction sluill be punished by a fine of not less than 500 ncn· more them 5,000, 
and by_ imprisonment not less than thirty days nor more than six months. 

".All such c01porations, associations, joint-stock companies, and pai·tne1·ships 
as above declared illegal shall be, and hereby are, for bidden and prohibited the 
iise of the United States mail in aid 01· furtherance of any such business 01· pm·
poses, and all laws now in fo1·ce fo1· the prevention of the fraudulent U$2 of the 
mails3 ~of ar as the same rnay be applicable, shall apply in the execution of such 
prohioition. 

"Any such corporation, association, joint-stock company, or partnership may 
be proceeded against at the suit of any person or persons, or corporat10n, or 
association, or by and in behalf of the United States, and perpetually enjoined 
and restrained from doing or carrying on any interstate or foreign commerce 
whatever, either with the Shtes or the Territories of the United States or the 
District of Columbia, or any foreign country; and no article of commerce 
produced, or manufactured, or owned and dealt in by any such corporation, as· 
sociation, joint-stock company, or partnership so organized. formed, managed, 
or carrying on business, shall be transported or carriod without the State or 
Territory in which produced or manufactured, or in which same may be, or 
without the District of Columbia if prodpced, manufactured, or found therein, 
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by any individual, corporation, or common carrier, in any manner what
ever. All such articles of commerce, shipped in violation of the provisions 
of this act, shall be forfeited to the United States, and may be seized by any 
marshal or deputy marshal of the UnUed States, or by any ~person duly au
thorized by law to make such seizure, and when so seized shall be condemned 
by like proceedings as those provided by law for the forfeiture, seizure, and 
condemnation of property imported into the United States contrary to law." 

The language in italics indicates the important changes pro
posed in our amendment to said section 9. 

I also offer as amendments to be added in after section 10, on 
page 8, the following: 

First. A new section 11, as follows: 
SEC. 11. That every contract, combine, device, trust, or combination in the 

form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy, tending to create a monopoly in 
the manufacture, production, sale, exchange, transpcrtation, or dealing in 
any article of commerce or merchandise, entering into trade or commerce 
among the States or with foreign countries, or designed to create impedi
ments to. or resulting in restrictions to, such trade or commerce or aids to 
commerce. or to limit or to control the manufacture or production of such 
articles or merchandise, for the purpose of increasing or decreafilng, or op!'lr
ating in such manner, or with such result, as to increase or decrease the price 
of such article or merchandise to the user or consumer, for the purpose of 
preventing competition in the manufacture, production, sale, exchange, 
transportation, or dealing in such' articles or merchandise, or to give power 
to charge unreasonable prices for merchandise or articles produced or man
ufactured to be· bought, sold, exchanged, dealt in, or transported in such 
trade or commerce, or for the purpose of imposing, or in such manner as to 
impose, unjust or onerous restrictions upon, or impediments to, the lawful 
business of any person, company, or corporation engaged in the production 
or manufacture of such merchandise or articles, is hereby declared to be 
illegal and a monopoly within the meaning of this a.ct, and every person who 
shall make, or enter into, or engage in, any such contract, combine, device, 
trust, or combination in the form of trust or otherwise, or conspiracy, or 
shall be a vromoter thereof or officer or agent therein. shall be deemed !Plilty 
of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of 
not less than '500 and not exceeding .,5,000 and by imprisonment not less than 
six months and not exceeding one year. 

Second. A new sectfon 12, as follows, viz: 
SEC. 12. That whenever the President of the United Stat£\s shall be satis

fied that the price of any commodity or article of merchandise has been en
hanced in consequence of any monopoly as defined in this act, he shall issue 
his proclamation suspending the collection of all customs duties or import 
taxes on like articles of merchandise or commodities brought from foreign 
countries. Such suspensions shall continue as long as such enhancement in 
price of such commodity or article of merchandise exists, and until revoked 
by the proclamation of the President. . 

Third. A new section 13, as follows, viz: 
SEC. 13. That wherever any State or Territory shall, in any law against 

trusts, combines, combinations, or monopolies, provide that no foreign cor
poration, association, joint-stock company, or partnership, or stockholder, 
member, or officer belonging to or interested in any such trust, combine, 
monopoly, or combination of any kind, shall be permitted to carry on or do 
any business: or have any office or place of_ business, in such State, or shall 
make provision to regulate or suppress the business of any such corporation, 
association, or partnership, or prohibit the sale or offering for sale in such 
State of any article or merchandise produced by it, ev~ry such corporation, 
associatioII, or partnership carrying on, or attempting to carry on, or do any 
business or have any office or place of business therein, and all its articles or 
merchandise carried thereto, shall ba subject to the operation and effect of 
such law, to the same extent and in the same manner as though it had been 
incorporated, organized, or formed in such State and such articles or mer
chandise had been made and not brought therein; and no such law shall be 
regarded as in any way trenching upon the power of Congress to regulate 
commerce among the States or with foreign n&tions: Provided, however, 
That such articles or .merchandise may be .shipped and transported into any 
such State or Territory for the personal and pnvate use of the consignee. 

Fourth. A new section 14, as follows: 
SEC. H. That every corporation, association, joint-stock company, or part

nership in the United States, or any Territory thereof, or in the District of 
Columbia, whether organized or formed under and pursuant to the laws of 
the United States or of a State or of a Territory, owning or controlling any 
plant or busine.~, or a majority of the stock in a.ny plant or business, similar 
to its own, in any other State, 'l'erritory, or place outside of the one in which it 
was first cliartered, organized, or formed, shall, before being permitted to 
ship, consign, take, carry, or transport, or sell or deliver for shipment, to a.ny 
other State or Territory, or into or from the District of Columbia, or any 
foreign country, any article of commerce or me.cchandise of its own produc
tion or manufacture, or receive consignment.s or shipments of articles of 
<'.ommerce or merchandise, manufactured or produced in any other State or 
Territory, or in the District of Columbia, or any foreign country, file in the 
office of the Secretary of State of the United States a ceratied copy of its 
articles of incorporat10n, association, or partnership, together with a duly 
verified statement showing the article or articles or m~rc:ft.andine manufac
tured, produced, or dealt in by it or intended to be manufactured, produced, 
or dealt in by it; a copr, of its by-laws, rules, and regulations; the names and 
places of residence of its officers and stockholders; the amount of its capital 
stock and the a.mount thereof actually issued; the amount thereof actually 
paid in in cash; the nature and value of the property owned by it, and also a 
full statement of all its debts and liabilities; the number of its employees and 
wages paid: the dividends pa.id, if any; the amount of its surplus, if any; the 
character of additions and im:provements made each year and the cost thereof, 
and a statement of its operatmg and other expenses, together with a balance 
sheet showing its profits and losses; and shall annually thereafter file in said 
office a report, verified by a majority of the directors of a corporation, or by 
a majority of the members of an association, joint-stock company, or part· 
nership1 showing the same facts as then existing, and shall, before shipping, 
or offermg or attem])ting to ship, or sell or deliver for shipment, or put in 
the way for transit, to a.ny other State or Territory, or the District of Colum
bia, or any foreign country, any article of commerce or merchandise manu
factured, produced, or dealtin by it, plainly and conspicuously stamp thereon, 
when susceptible of being so stamped, and also on the outside of packages, 
boxes, or tanks containing the same, the name of the article or merchandise, 
and the name of the corporation, association, joint-stock company, or partner
ship manufacturing, producing, or dealing in the same, and the place from 
;md to which it is to be shipped or transported. 

Every such corporation, association, or partnership as referred to in this 
section, and every officer, agent, or attorney thereof, that shall ship, or offer 
or attempt to ship, or sell or deliver for shipment, or put in the way of transit, 
to any ot~er State or Territory, or to the Di.strict of Columbia, or to any 
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foreign country, any article or merchandise dealt in, manufactured, or pro
duced by it, or shall violate or fail to comply with any of the provisions of 
this section, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeal!,~£,. and on conviction 
thereof shall be punished by a fine of not less than 1:iiXJO and not exceeding 
$5,000, and by imprisonment of not less than six months and not more than 
one year. 

In order to provide for this numbering of the proposed new sec
tions above set forth, amend section 6 by adding after the word 
" thirteen " the words "fourteen," "fifteen," " sixteen," and 
"seventeen," and change the numbers of the sections 11, 12, and 
13, as proposed by the committee, to 15, 16, and 17. 

Also the following amendment: 
Amend section 7, as proposed by the committee, by inserting between the 

first words "that '' and "this," in the first line of said section, the following 
words, to wit: 
. " Nothing in this act shall be so construed as to apply to trade unions or 
other labor organizations organized for the purpose of regulating wages, 
hours of labor, or other conditions under which labor is to be performed." 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. BENNETT, its Secretary, an
nounced that the Senate had passed the following resolutions; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

Senate concur1·ent resolution 66: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 

be printed 6,000 additional copies of the eulogies upon the late Richard P. 
Blancl, a Representative from the St.ate of Missouri, of which 2,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate and 4.,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives. 

Senate concurrent resolution 67: 
RR solved by the Senate (tJi.e House of Representatives concurring), That there 

be printed and bound of the proceedings in Congress upon the acceptance of 
the statues of the late Thomas H. Benton and Francis P. Blair, presented by the 
State of Missouri, 16,500 copies. of which 5,000 shall be for the use of the Sen
ate, 10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and the remaining 
1,500 shall be for the use and distribution by the governor of Missouri; and 
the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to have printed an engrav
ing of said statues to accompany said proceedings, said engravings to be paid 
for out of the appropriation for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, 

Senate concurrent resolution 72: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That 

there be printed 3,000 copies of the special expert reports as prepared under 
the direction of the committee of awards of the Columbian Exposition, held 
in Chicago in 1893, of which 1,000 shall ba for the use of the Senate and 2,000 
for the use of the House of Representatives. 

Senate concurrent resolution 73: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concuM-ing), That the 

Public Printer shall print and bind 5,000 copies of Senate Document 209, 
Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, one-half in cloth and one-half in paper 
covers, the same to be delivered to the Superintendent of Public Documents 
for sale under the provisions of section til of an act approved January 12, 
1895, providing for thff public printing, binding-, and distribution of public 
documents. The Public Printer is also authorized to print and bind extra 
editions of not less than 1,000 copies at a time of said document on requisition 
of the Superintendent of Documents, when required for sale. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 4118. An act granting an increase of pension to Enos H. 
Kirk; 

JI, R. 6230. An act for the relief of Robert Smalls; and 
H. R. 11283. An act to establish Calais, in the State of Maine, as 

a snbport of entry, and to extend the privileges of the act approved 
June 10, 1880, to the ports of Eastport and Calais, in the State of 
Maine. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendment of the Honse of Representative.s to the bill (S. 3419) 
making further provisions for the civil government for Alaska, and 
for other purposes, had asked a conference with the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 
Mr. SHOUP, Mr. CARTER, and Mr. BATES as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had further insisted 
upon its amendoents to the bill (H. R. 10450) making appropria
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, 
and for other purposes, numbered 50, 51, 52, 53, disaf,'Teed to by 
the House of Representatives, had disagreed to the amendment of 
the House to the amendments of the Senate numbered 9 and 58, 
had agreed to the further conference asked by the House on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Housea thereon, and bad appointed 
Mr. HALE, Mr. PERKINS, and Mr. TILLMAN as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 2826) authorizing and requiring cer· 
tain extensions tcr be made to the lines of the Capital Traction 
Company of the District of Columbia. 

CODE FOR ALASKA. 

Mr. WARNER. I ask unanimous consent that the bill S. 3419, 
known as the .Alaska bill, which has just been returned from the 
Senate with the message that that bOdy had disagreed to our 
amemlments and asks a conference, be taken up in order that we 
may insist on the amendments and agree to the conference, 

There was no objection; and the bill was taken up. 
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Mr. WARNER. I move that the Honse insist on its amend
ments and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The moti6n was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois) an

nounced the appointment of Mr. WARNER, Mr. KNOX, Mr. Grn
soNi.....Mr. LLOYD, and Mr. McDOWELL as conferees on the part of 
the tlouse. 

TRUSTS. 
Mr. RAY of New York Mr. Speaker, I regret that legislation 

in the interest of the people has been given a political tum by oar 
Democratic opponents. 

The existence within the United States of agreat number of com
binations, commonly known as trusts, formed for purposes of pri
vate gain, and which are detrimental to the growth and prosper
ity of the country and the well-being of the people, is well known. 
These combinations assume different forms as occasion demands. 
They may exist in the form of corporations, joint stock com
panies, associations, or partnerships. They exist under different 
names, but have a common purpose-the monopoly of manufac
ture and production, the destruction of competition, and the con
trol of the cost to the user and consumer of articles of common 
use and many of the necessaries of life. 

When allowed to exist and carry out their purposes in whole or 
in part, they become oppressive, interfere with labor and legiti
mate enterprise, and in effect rob the people of the fruits of their 
toil. No one denies the right of a person, or of an association of 
persons, or of a corporation to sell his or its labor, the product of 
his or their intellectual energy, or his or its property for the high
est obtainable price in an open, free market, using fair and honest 
methods. No one denies the right of persons, associations, or cor
porations to use their skill, intelligence, and industry in any hon
est way to promote their business enterprise3 and secure pecuniary 
profit. Whether this profit is great or small is not a matter of 
legislative concern if the business or occupation from which it is 
derived is fairly, honestly, and. openly conducted, if the inetho.ds 
employed are just and honorable, and if others desiring to engage 
in a like business or occupation are left free to do so. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question in regard to the construction of this proposed constitu
tional amendment. Will it permit special legislation by Congress 
in a ca.se of individual corporations, to dissolve them? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Individual corporations? 
Mr. COOPER of Wiscon·sin. This does not say that Congress 

shall have power by general legislation to dissolve combinations, 
but that Congress shall have the power to dissolve combinations. 
Now, can Congress take a corporation in the State of Washington 
or Iowa or elsewhere and dissolve it? 

Mr. RAY of New York. We say that Congress is to have the 
power to enforce the provisions of this amendment by appropriate 
legislation. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. How is Congress to dissolve a cor
poration except by an act dissolv.ing it? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, that is not the meaning of the 
provision any more than the power given to Congress by the CcJ'n
stitution to regulate commerce can confer the power the gentle
man refers to. The language is broad and general, and it is un
doubtedly true, or at least it may be true, that under that clause 
Congress could pass a special act referring to a special railroad 
company and not to others. Of course, under the broad language 
of this proposed amendment it mjght be possible for Congress, if 
it saw fit to dv so, to indulge in some special legislation. But we 
must assume in our action that the Congress of the United States 
is composed of intelligent men and that it will exercise its powers 
with wisdom. But I think that a complete answer to the gentle
man's question is this: Congress never has, never should, and 
never would indulge in auy special legislation such as th~ gentle
man refers to. These powers are to be enforced through appro
priate legislation enacted by Congress. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Thevarious State legislatures are 
prohibited from enacting special legislation in matters of tllls 
kinq. They are limited to general legislation. This particular 
amendment would give to Congress the power practically to dis
solve trusts and combinations, not by general legislation, but by 
special acts which the courts would be required to enforce. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, Congress would not act in that 
way, not unless some special occasion demanded special action. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is the language of the pro
posed amendment. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Read the language of the provision. 
How a1·e we to enforce it? By" appropriate legislation." We 
provide the manner in which these powers are to be exercised 
''by appropriate legislation," which ought not to be and will not 
be special. , 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. One clan.c;e of this amendment 
gives to Congress the power to dissolve trusts, and anothei· says 
that Congress shall pass laws to do t.h]s. The gentleman admits 
that this language would permit us to take up an individual iso-

lated corporation anywhere in the United States and by act of 
Congress dissolve it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I do not admit any such thing, so 
broadly stated. I deny it. Still, possibly, Corigress might act 
directly in a particular case and the occasion might demand and 
justify the action. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It does not require that the disso· 
lution of a trust .shall be by generiµ legislation. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Youcan not legislate in the Constitu
tion; and if'· when the people confer a power upon Congress.or 
upon the legislature of a State, you undertake to specify the leg
islation that shall be enacted, then, of course, you render the 
power nugatory, ~cause the conditions requiring legislation are 
changing every day, every month, every year. As the years roll 
round, conditi-ons so change that we require either new laws or 
new powers vested in the legislatures of the States or in the Con
gress of the United States. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Let me make a suggestion to the 
gentleman. Suppose the State of Wisconsin, for instance, pro
vides in her constitution that there shall be no special legislation 
for the creation of corporations. Suppose, then: the legislature 
gets to work and under that provision passes a statute general in 
its terms, but requiring all corporations to come within the limi
tations of that statute. 

Mr. RAY of New York. We used to pass special acts in New 
York, but we have now adopted the policy of general legislation. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. This provision does not say that 
Congress shall suppress these combinations by general legislation, 
but permits Congress to do it by special legislation. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, the idea is that it will be done by 
general legislation, and we say so. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In other words, it may be done 
by a single act, making the business of a corporation subject to 
the party majority in this House and the Senate. That is all 
there is about it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman is all wrong. I am 
sorry he did not make his suggestions earlier. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I must hasten on. I desire to notice, in the 
first place, as I go on, this argument that competition should be 
free-that competition in manufactures, in production of every 
kind, in a State or in the United States, should be free, must be 
free, if we would have progress, if we would have development, 
if we would have an intelligent, progressive, prosperous people. 

COMPETITION MUST DE F REE. 

Competition in manufacture, production, trade, commerce, and 
intellectual effort must. be free, or there is no liberty. IT'he mar
velous growth and development of our country is largely due to 
the fact that for a century and a quarter a free people has been at 
liberty by honest effort to openly contest for individual suprem
acy in every field of labor, to openly compete for supremacy in 
business enterprises and in the field of political preferment, and 
that we have enacted and latterly maintained protective laws 
enabling the people of the United States to keep to themselves and 
use for themselves the home field of industrial enterprise. 

But the right to compete must be maintained. The right to live 
does not imply the right to live alone and occupy the world alone. 
The right to work, or manufacture, or produce, or trade does not 
imply the right to drive others out of business by unfair methods. 
Hence a necessity for restraining laws-laws maintaining fair 
and open opportunity to enter and engage in every htmest pur
suit, and preventing the use of improper and unfair methods of 
conducting business. Capital has the right to combine by honest 
methods for honest purposes and carry on any legitimate business. 
The world is the better off and the condition of every individual 
has been bettered because combined capital in the hands of intel
lectual excellence has supplanted the old coach and four with the 
magnificent dilroads of the nineteenth century. The mule in
dustry of Maryland was crippled when the electric cars came to 
occupy the broad avenues of Washington, but neither mules nor 
men complain to-day that combined capital has made the substi
tution. The complaint now is that fares are too high and trans· 
fers not liberally supplied. Five hours' time and$6.50 carry a per
son from Washington to New York-a journey of a week at an ex
pense of $75 before combined capital entered the field of competi
tion. So in presenting and advocating the pending measure we 
do not come with an outcry against corporations or stock compa
nies or associations or combinations of capital when hon~stly 
formed and conducted. We come with no threat against or de
nunciation of associations of men in whatever form existing, how
ever much capital they i·epresent or employ, if engaged in honest 
business, conducted by honest methods for honest purposes. 

We come with a proposition that this Congress submit to the 
several States and to the people thereof for ratification a proposed 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States giving to 
Congr·ess power to define, regulate, prohibit, and if necessary dis
solve trusts and combinations, whether existing in the form of 
corporations or otherwise. If this resolution is adopted, we have 
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made no law, but have given the people an opportunity to say 
whether or not their Representatives and Senato~s in Congress 
shall have the power to enact uniform laws controlling, repress
ing, and, if necessity demands, dissolving those illegal and op
pressive trusts, combinations, and conspiracies which affect manu
facture, production, trade, and commerce and fix prices at will. 

This proposition is embodied in the following language: 
SECTION 1. All powers conferred by this article shall extend to the several 

States, the Territories, the District of Columbia, and all territory under the 
sovereignty and subject to the jurjsdiction of the United States. 

SEC. 2. Congress shall have power to define, regulate, prohibit, or dissolve 
trusts, monopolies, or combinations, whether ex:istmg in the form of a cor
po1·ation or otherwise. 

The several States may continue to exercise such power in any manner 
not in conflict with the laws of the United State~. 

SEC. 3. Congress shall have power to enforce the provisions of this article 
by appropriate legislation. 

It bas been suggested that there is no necessity for section 1 of 
the proposed amendment. This contention is correct if it shall 
be held that the Constitution ex proprio vigore extends to all the 
territory owned by the United States. Should the contrary be 
held, then the section is necessary. In no event does it do harm. 
It will prevent the organization of trusts, monopolies, etc., in the 
TeITitories, or at least bring them under Federal control. Already 
the threat is made that if adequate laws are enacted in all the 
States, these illegal combinations will find a habitat in Canada 
and then operate throughout the United States. Certainly no one 
desires them to find an asylum in any of the Territories of the 
United States. 

I quote from the New York Tribune of January 7, which stat-es 
that a representative of the Province of Quebec says that-

In case of the development of drastic" anti-trust" legislation in the United 
States to go to Quebec will be the easy and perhaps only solution for many 
of the large industrial combinations in the United States. 

This threat of capital to emigrate, if it emanated from capital, 
only points to the necessity for the adoption of the amendment 
proposed. It has been suggested that it is unwise to amend or at
tempt to amend the Constitution of the United States. The plea 
is that it was framed by a body of wise men and that it is as per
fect as can be made. lt is a notable fact that our Constitution is 
a monument to the intelligence and patriotism of Washington, 
Adams, Jefferson, and the other great statesmen who framed it. 

But it was by nu means a perfect instrument. It founded a 
new government on a new basis and was framed to meet existing 
conditions, protect human liberty, and provide for the future, so 
far as the future could be foreseen. A provfaion for amendment 
thereto was inserted therein, and fourteen different amendments 
have already been proposed and adopted. All recognize the wis
dom of each, and no patriotic pe1·son would. recommend the abro
gation of any one. Since the adoption of the Constitution new 
conditions have arisen-conditions not foreseen by the framers of 
that instrument, or if d_imly foreseen and intended to be provided 
for, they are not covered by adequate or appropriate language. 

The necessity for this proposed amendment grows out of the 
fact that the Supreme Court of the United States has decided that 
the word" commerce" as used in the Constitution does not in
clude manufacture or production within its legitimate meaning. 
All articles of commerce are subjects of commerce, but not a part 
of it. Therefore the constitutional provision, section 8, Article I, 
that "The Congress shall have power ·:<- * * to regulate com· 
merce with foreign nations, and among the several States, and 
with the Indian tribes," gives Congress no power whatever over 
corporations, combinations, associations, or conspiracies organ
ized or formed for the purpose of monopolizing manufacture and 
production, or which by illegal means do monopolize manufac
ture and production and so control prices, really dominate com
merce, and wring unj11St exactions from the people. 

effect is the same, but this form of combination is resorted to to 
escape the holdings of the courts that corporations can not enter 
into partnership. But few, if any, of the first class remain. 

The third class ref erred to is even more dangerous than the
others. When the mother corporation or a.ssociation in the man
ner referred to gets hold of the stock, plants, property, etc., of thp 
others, payment therefor is made in the stock or certificates of the 
corporation or association. The business is then carried on with 
reference to the interests of all. The mother corporation or asso
ciation holds the legal and equitable title of all the property of all 
the corporations and companies brought in, and all the plants may 
be run at the same time or only one or more may carry on opera
tions, and so the output of that business throughout the entire 
Union, and consequently the price is controlled by the directors 
of this mother corporation or association or "combine." 

It is readily seen that the" purpose of such a combination is t-0 
limit production, where such limitation is profitable to the stock
holders, as well as to create a monopoly and control prices. 

These or similar combinations can be made by joint stock com
panies and even by partnerships, although there is more difficulty 
in forming and sustaining such combinations. 

It is readily seen how powerful these combinations with unlim
ited capital become. Care is taken to have the stock owned bv 
men of wealth and influence in every State of the Union so far as 
possible, by the editors and owners of leading newspapers, and by 
men of both political parties, and the result is that the political · 
influence wielded by such a combination is sufficient many times 
to prevent in a St.ate, or possibly in several States, the enactment 
of any law restraining, controlling, or prohibiting the combina-
tion. -

In the United States vs. Trans-Missouri Freight Association (166 
U.S., 290), Mr.Justice Peckham, aft.er speaking of these different 
combinations, said: 

It is true the results of trusts or combinations of that nature may be dif
ferent in different kinds of corporations, and yet they all have an essential 
similarity and have been induced by motives of individual or corporate 
aggrandizement again.st the public interests. 

No one can deny with reason that all such combinations tend 
to the creation of monopolies and result in the control of produc
tion as well as prices, and that therefore their existence is against 
public policy. ..- . 

This was held in substance in: 
State vs. Standard Oil Company, 49 Ohio St., 138. 
See, also, the following cases: American Biscuit and Manufactur

ing Company vs. Klotz, 44 Fed. Rep., 721; Merz Capsule Company 
'l..'S. United States Capsule Company, 67 Fed. Rep., 414; Whitten
ton ~ills vs. Upton, 10 Gray, 582; People vs. North River Sugar 
Refinmg Company, 121 N • .Y., 582; State vs. Nebraska Distilling 
Company, 29 Nebr., 700; Mallory vs. Oil Works, 86 Tenn., 598; 
Peopl~ vs. Chicago Gas Trust Company, 130 Ill., 268; Bishop vs. 
American Preservers' Company, 157 lll., 284-311; Distilling and 
Cattle Feeding Company 'VS. The People, 156 ill., 44.8-490; Gould 
vs. Head, 38 Fed. Rep., 886; Ricker vs. American Loan and Trust 
Company, 140 Mass., 346. 

DEFINITIOXS. 

The words "trust," "combination," and "monopoly" nsed in 
the proposed amendment, are defined as follows (Standard Dic
tionary) : Trust-industrial and commercial sense: 

A combination of interests for the purpose of regulating and controlling 
by mearu; of a common authority the use, supply, or disposal of some kind 
of property, usually of a personal nature; a commercial or px:oxy trust. 

An organization or association of industrial corporations, a majority of 
the stock in each of which is transferred to a <9Iltral committee or board of 
~rustees, who, 'Yhile isst:i~g to the sto~kholders ~ertitica.tes showing their 
mterests and r1ght to d1vidends, exercu;e the votmg power of the stock in 
electing boards of directors for the various associated corporations and in 
other wayf:, and thus direct their policy for the common object of lessening 
competition, regulating production and lowering its cost, and increasing 

WH.AT ARE THESE ILLEGAL COMBINATIONS. profits; a corporate trust. 
Combinations or so-called trusts formed for monopolistic pur- Said Ely, introduction to Political Economy: 

poses may be classified as follows: • As corporations are combinations of individuals, we now have trusts which 
1. Those. created by a union or a combination of two or more are combinations of corporations,.,nd a great part of many industries is now 

carried on under one general management. 
co~porations, associations, or companies. It · 'd t th t h h 

2. Corporations or associations that have acquired control of 18 evi en · a w en sue a" trust" is formed competition 
other corporations or companies by purchasing. their stock or by is, or may be, stifled. the cost of the product to the nser and con
having their stockholders of the central corporation or association sumer fixed at the will of the combination, and money exacted 
purchase the stocki etc., of the other corporations or companies, from the people unjustly, 
and so bringing all under the control of the same persons. Monopoly: 
• 3. Corporations or associations which purchase the plants, i'n- The exclusive right, power, or privilege of engaging in a particular traffic 

or business, or the resulting absolute possession or control; especially in 
eluding the real estate, personal property, stock in trade, and good political economy, such control of a Sl_>ecial thing, as a commodity, as enables 
will of a number of corporations, firms, or indi"tiduals engaged in the pe;r-son or persons exercising it. Lt~e monopol:y] to raise the pr~~ of it 
a particular branch .of business. above its re.al value, or a?ove the ~rice it would br?Jg. under comp.etit10n. 

Jn the first class mentioned the stock of the combining corpora- Industrial trus~s .a1 e essentially monopolies, they are mtended 
tions or associations is usually transferred to a board of directors to serve .mo~op~llStlC purposes. 
or trustees. In lieu of the stock surrendered to this board the I Comb~nation ~s- . 
stockholde1·s receive trust certificates These directors or trustees The union O! a}liance of persons for the prosecution of a c9mmon. obj~ct; 

. • · . a~o the association thus formed; formerly almost aM'·ays with the implica.-
thu~ become clothed. wit.h the absolute control of the entire t1on of confederacy as of employers orworkmenforillegalorinterestedends. 
business of the combmat10n. They represent the holders of the Mr. LINNEY. In almost every case is not that the result of a 
stock certificates and are ~nswe~·able. onlt .t<? them. _ conspiracy, too, on the part of these la~ge operators that the gen-

The second class mentioned is qwte similar to the first. The tleman has spoken of? -
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Mr. RAY of New York. If two or more corporations or two or 
more men get together and combine their capital, with the agree
mentor understanding that they will drive out or suppress com
petition, or that they will JJUt prices up or down for the purpose of 
stifling competition, or of increasing the cost of an article to the 
consumer, that is a conspiracy. I have described a conspiracy 
without calling it such. Of course we aim at such combinations; 
and when y on hit an illegal combination or a monopoly, you will 
always hit a conspiracy. 

Now, what are these illegal corporations, and how are they 
formed? A gentleman said to me the other day that he wished I 
would tell him what wa meant in this proposed amendment by a 
combination or a monopoly. He said he wanted to know what 
a monopoly was. I have defined all but a " combination." 

Combine, as a noun-
A oombination of persons, especially a tfnion, to effect by underhanded 

dealings what honest efforts openly employed can not obt.a.in; cabal; con
spiracy. 

Corporations, companies, and associations of individuals may 
combine and form trusts and monopolies. 

competition-affects, not incidentally, but directly, the people of all the 
States, and the remerly for such an evil is found only in the exercise of 
powers confided to a government, which, this court has said (McCullough vs. 
Maryland, 4 Wheat., 316, 405), was the govE!rnment of all exercising powers, 
delegated by all, representing all, acting for all. 

Beach, in his legal treatise on Monopolies and Industrial Trusts 
(Chapter XVI), says: 

Indeed, one can hardly study the law of monopolies and trusts without re· 
cei ving a very deep and lively impression of the vast and increasing impor· 
tance of the subject. So extensive and strong has this conviction become that 
the literature of the subject, in its general aspects, has already become a 
library. The aggregation of capital with a view to the creating of a practical 
monopoly is the prominent feature of the industrial conditions of the pres
ent. Tne closing decades of the century wm go into history as trust pflriod; 
a.~ the time at which the trust took form and assumed its gigantic proportions. 
The massing of capital and of business organizations has created a revolution 
in the business of the country. One of the effects of this change is a large 
increase in the productiveness of capital thus employed, while the profits of 
the small producer and dealer are proportionately diminished. 

In very numerous instances it converts the man who has been engaged in 
business on his own account int.o a laborer or other employee of the trust. 
But this is not a desirable change. It is not for the public weal. In its tend· 
ency to degrade that great middle class of our people, which constitutes the 
strength and stability of our political institutions, to the position of employ· 
ees, it is in a high degree prejudiced to the public welfare. It materially 

SUCH COMBIXA.TIO~S ..L.~ MONOPOLIES ALWAYS DEKOUXCED. detracts from the power and glory of the nation. The introduction of a SYS· 

Combinations in restraint of trade and commerce and those ~e~ o~ b.'JSiness that is adapted to increase the wealt~ of a ~all clas~. while 
. . . . it dimmishes the resources of the mass of the people, IS a national evil 'l'he 

affectmg and controllmg manufacture and produ. ction an~ rn-

1 

prosperity and ele>ation of the people of the land as a whole is essential to 
tended to affect and control prices and profit the few finanmally the ~gh.es}; measura of national P1:05P:3rity and gr~a.tness. ';L'he multiplying 
strong at the expense of the many have existed in all civilized of his milli011s a?d. the.correspondmg mcreas!3 of his pow.er is not a pers?nal 

. . . S , . l . benefit to the m1lhona1re, and the correspondmg contraction of the pecumary 
countnes from early times. Even lil olomon s trn?-e monop.o Y m r esources of the middle and lower classes means the diminishing of their hap. 
food products seems to have been denounced. Said the Kmg of piness and well being and, in conseqnenee, of their value to the State as citi-
IsraeJ. zens. The tendency and the effect are altogether evil. 

· 'fhis evil is attracting the attention of wise and far· seeing statesmen, and, 
He that withholdeth corn, the people shall curse him; but blesfilug shall as well, of the thoughtful patriot and philanthropist. 

be upon the head of him that selleth it. 
Monopoly has al ways been denounced as against public policy 

In the year 483 A. D. Emperor Zeno issued an edict: and detrimental to the growth of the nation and the prosperity 
We command that no one may presume to exercise a monopoly of any kind f th 1 

of clothing, or of fish, or of any other thing serving for food, or for any other 0 e peop e. 
use whatever its nature may be, * * * and if anyone shall presume to It has never been sanctioned except in particular cases to ca.rry 
practice a monopoly, let his property be forfeited and himself condemned to out a public policy. Our patent laws encourage inventive genius 
perpetual exile. And in regard to the principals of other professions, if they· and skill and reward the highest intellectual effort. They do not 
shall venture in the future to fix a. price upon their merchandise, and to bind 
themEelves by agreements not to sell at a lower price, let them be condemned destroy but encourage competition. They may, however, oper· 
to pay 50 pounds of gold if it shall happen, through avarice, negligence, or ate for a time to prevent competition in the production of the par· 
any other misconduct, th1:1 provisions of this salutary constitution for the ticular invention, and enable the owner of the patent to fix tha 
~~~:~t~ sh~ll~~~o~~~rf~J1 i~g~ff~~t,ts among the different bodies of price. But the good of the policy far exceeds the evil. 

Code IV, 59. See also 23 Am. Law Rev., 261. In fifth and sixth MONOPOLIES SHOULD NOT EXIST. 

of Edward VI will be found "An act against regrators, forestall
ers, and engrosrnrs." 

" Reg1·ators '~were those who conspired, etc., to enhance prices. 
'"'Forestallers" were those who bought up food and other products 
on the way to market so as to control the supply and price, or who 
dissuaded the owners to bring their goods to the market or per
suaded them to enhance prices when there. " Engrossers" were 
those who bought up large quantities of an article so as to control 
the supply and sell at unreasonable prices. 

The monopolies and combines of to-day are practicing old tricks 
by improved methods and are operating under new and more 
aristocratic names. 

In 3 Inst., chapter 85, Lord Coke said: 
A monopoly is an institution, or allowance by the King by his grant, com

.mission, or otherwise to any peFSon or persons, bodies politique, or corpo· 
rate, of or for the sole buying, selling, makin~', working, or using of anything, 
whereby any person or persons, bodies politique, or corporate, a.re sought to 
be restrained of any freedom or liberty that they had before, or hindered 
in their lawful trade. 

In Richardson vs. Buhl, 77 'Michigan, 632 to 660, Chief Justice 
Sherwood, of the supreme court of Michigan, said: 

Monopoly in trade or in ar8- kind of business in this country is odious to 
our form of government. It is sometimes permitted to aid the Government 
in carrying on !I. great public enterprise or public work under goverrunental 
control in the interest of the public. Its tendency is, however, destructive 
of free institutions and repugnant to the instincts of a free people, and con
trary to the whole scope and spirit of tne Federal Constitution, and is not 
allowed to exist under express provisions in several of our State constitu
tions. * "' * All combinatiotlS among persons or corporations for the purpose 
of raising or controlling the prices of merQhandise, or any of the necessaries 
of life are monopolies and intolerable, and ought to receive the condemna
tion of all courts. 

In the same case Mr. Justice Champlin, with whom Mr. Justice 
Campbell concurred, said: 

Such a vast combination as has been entered into under the above name 
(Diamond Match Company) is a menace to the public. Its object and direct 
tondency is to prevent free and fair competition, and control prices thTough
out the national domain. It is no answer to say that this monopoly has in 
fact reduced the price of friction matches. That policy may have been nec
essary to crush competition. The fact exists that it rests in the discretion of 
this company at any time to raise the price to an exorbitant degree. Euch 
combinations have frequently been condemned by courts as unlawful and 
against public policy. (See Raymond vs. Leavitt, 46 Mich., 447, and Texas 
Standard Oil Company vs. Adoue, 83 Tex~, 650.) 

After quoting the above with approval, Mr. -Justice Harlan,· of
the Supreme Court of the United States, who gave the dissenting 
opinion in the Knight case (156 U.S., 1), said: 

Any combination, therefore, that disturbs or unreasonably obstrnc~ 
freedom in buying and selling articles manufactured to be sold to persons m 
other States or to be carried to other States-a freedom that can. not exist if 
the right to buy and sell is fettered by unlawful restraints that crush out 

It is self-evident that such combinations, in whatever form or 
under whatever name existing, should be suppressed. Congress 
has passed laws to repress monopoly in restraint of trade or com· 
merce. Twenty-five of the States have passed stringent anti· 
trust laws. Twenty, so far as I can find, have no laws on tha 
subject. 

The following list is given: 
1. Ala.bama, approved February 18, 1897. Applies simply to insurance 

companies. 
2. Arkansas, approved March 16, 1897. Quite general in its extent and ap· 

plication. 
:>. California, approved February 27, TI93. Relates to live stock only. 
4. Delaware, passed February 15, 1891. Relates exclusively to insurance 

companies. 
5. Florida, approved June ll, 1897. Applies to beef cattle and meats solely. 
6. Geo~ approved December 23, 18;m. Quite general in its application • 
7. Illinol.S, appr.oved June 10, 1897. Quite general in application. 
8. Indiana, approved March 5, 1897. Quite general. 
9. Iowa, approved May 6, 1890. Quite general 
10. Kansas, appToved March 8, 1897. Very broad and sweeping. 
lL Kentucky, approved May 20, 1890. Quite general in application. 
12. Louisiana, in effect July 7, 1892. Qrute broad and general. 
'13. Maine, approved March 7, 1889. Quite broad and general. 
1'1. Michigan, in effect July 1 •. 1889. Broad and general. 
15. Minnesota, approved April 20, 1891. Quite general. 
16. Mississippi, approved March ll, 1896. Quite b:road. First in effect in 

1892. 
17. Missouri, approved April2, 1891. Since amended and broadened. Quite 

general and efficient. -
18. Montana, enacted in 1895. Quite general 
19. Nehra.ska, enacted April 8, 1897, but there was an act in 1895. Quite 

broad and general. 
• 20. New Mexico, approved February 4, 1891. Quite genera.I. 

21. New York, in effect May 7, 1897. Quite broad and general 
22. North Carolina, ratified March 11, 1889. Quite general. 
23. North Dakota, approved March 9, 1897. Quite general 
2-1. Oklahoma, in effect December 25, 1890. Quite g-eneraL 
25. South Carolina, approved February 25, 1897. ~uite general. 
26. South Dakota, approved March 1, 1897. Quite general. 
?:l. Tennessee, approved April !'.t}889. Quite broad and general. 
28. Texas, approved 1\Ia.rch 30, J1St19. Broad and general. 
29. Utah, approved March 9, 1896. Quite broad and general. 
30. Washington, in constitution and law approved March 21, 1895. 
31 Wisconsin, approved April 27, 18117. Broad and general. 

These enactments of so many States and Territories show a de
mand for efficient remedial legislation and that the demand has 
been responded to so far as possible by some of the State legis~ 
latures. The people feel the oppression and demand relief. The 
demand is growing. In recent years a library of literature has 
been written on the subject. The courts have been appealed to 
and the common law invoked. The efficiency and constitution· 
ality of the laws of the States and of the United States have been 
questioned and passed upon. These laws have been enforced so 
far as applicable. But driven from cover in one direction, these 
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trusts bave organized under a different name and in different ized, the people would accomplish nothing. Aggregated capital 
forms and taken shelter in another. in honest hands and applied by intelligent minds has reared and 

T he result of each succeeding judicial determination has been sustained institutions of learning, affording opportunities for in
to suggest new modes of organization and operation, and the re· tellectual development and culture which, embraced by thousands, 
sult is that the iHegal combinations and monopolies referred to have given to the world inventive and mechanical genius in its 
were never stronger, never more active, and never more exacting most finished form. 
than to-day. Labor is oppressed and driven from employment in Aided by this, combined capital has applied itself to the im· 
many instances, while in others it is compelled to submit to the provement and uplifting of mankind. The result has been that 
absolute domination of these combines and monopolies or seek our country is united with a network of railroads, affording easy 
new fields of employment. Young men of education, refinement, and speedy means of communication; the business man in Boston 
and great ability desire to enter business and become a compa. converses with his agent or coworker in San Francisco; ocean has 
nent part in industrial enter::ir ise and progress, but they find the been connected with ocean; continent with continent, for purposes 
doors baned. . of communication, and, utilizing great discoveries made possible 

Combined capital stands at the entrance to the highway along by it, combined capital has brought education and the comforts 
which they would move and along which they have the right to and many of the luxuries of life to the doors of all. Capital has 
move and cries a halt. The young man may enter the mercantile erected and endowed charitable institutions throughout the land, 
world if he desires, but finds that the manufacture and produc- and thereby alleviates human misery. Combinedcapital,encour· 
tion of the articles in which he would deal are absolutely con- aging and utiUzing modern improvements, has erected great fac
tr0lled by a great combination , a monopoly, chartered by a tories, employed labor, builded cities, created markets for farm 
t:;tate, which has bought up all competing ccm.cerns, and that he products, and added to the industrial, intellectual, and moral 
must purchase of it or not at all, pay its arbitrary price, which it wealth of our country. [Applause.] 
may fix at will, and that therefore he .at best can become but a CONDEMNED WH~ OPPRESSIVE. 

mere agent for the disposition of the products of the monopoly. It is not the existence but the abuse of corporate powers and 
He may enter the manufacturing world if he desires, but finds combined capital that merits condemnation or denunciation and 
that monopoly controls the mine, the output of raw ~terial he calls for remedial legislation. When combined capita.I in any 
w~ul~ use, and the. tool~ he must have and that there 1s but one handsabusesitslegitimatepowers, becomes oppressive, orassmftes 
price m w.hatever direction he t~ns. . . I the form of gigantic monopolies, it becomes detrimental and dan~ 
~e accepts the terms offe!ed, mvests his c~pital, produces a fine gerous to the nation. It then affects injuriously every citizen, 

article of use o~ c~nsump!1on at a co~ to him of $1, only_ to find unless it be the very few who fatten at the expense of the many. 
the same or a .srm~ar .article o~ered m t~e mn:r~et for 7o ce?ts. It then becomes: greedy, extortionate, monarchical in its tenden
A great combmation m manufacture, with millions of capital, cies and practices and invades the political field and legislative 
has determined to drive him out, and so has reduced the selling halls and corrnp~ or seeks to corrupt both. 
price far below the cost of production. The capital of the com- MERE DENUNCI.ATIO!'i" HAIDIFUL. 

bination can stand the strain. but his can not. He must sell out, The mere denunciation of these combinations, monopolies, and 
drop out, or be crushed out. ·He may become a mere employee of conspiracies by the press, on the floors of Congress, or in party 
the monopoly, but here his ambition ends. His wings are clipped; platforms neither pre-vents their organization, operations, nor the 
thewould-beeaglehasbecome a chicken in the monopolistic coop. evils fl.owing from their existence: Mere agitation unless accom· 
I might multiply instances, but time will not permit. I boldly · d f 11 d b · d h 1 ful t· d'al 
assert t.hat the social evils consequent on the existence of these pame or 0 owe Y mse an e P sugges ions or reme 1 

combinations and monopolies are alone sufficient to demand their measures, legislation, and action, is positively harmful. It fer-
ments discord and creates discontent, but permits the continuance 

suppression. ·· of the wrong. Howfrequent it is that a partisan press denounces 
LABOR is OPPRESSED A.ND THE PUBLIC PEA.CE DISTURBED. trusts and monopolies in one issue and ridicules attempts to con-

A condition of things that enables a combination of men with trol and suppress them in the next. 
large capital to control not only the manufacture and production How freqtiently do we hear the demagogue in Congress and 
of article3 of necessity, general use, and consumption, the em· elsewhere denouncing trusts, monopolies, and conspiracies in 
ployment of labor, and the wages paid to it, but also to control speeches, but obstructing and opposing the consideration of Iegis· 
and fix the p1·ice these laborers must pay for the articles they nee- lation designed to suppress them. We have had in this Congress 
essarily use and consume daily is oppressive. Labor is hampered a. bright and shining example of this kind of smtesmanship. A 
and harassed and impoverished. Such combinations natura.lly gentleman who has introduced several bills to prevent the trans· 
result in the formation of opposing organizations and a resort to portation of alleged trust-made goods, and who has frequently 
means or methods that often result in violations of the public condemned trusts in his speeches and arraigned the Republican 
peace. Oppression may be long endured, but sooner or later tu.r- party and Republican side of this House for not acting. going to 
bulence, -vio!ence, and 13ossibly crime will result. Oppression in the extent of alleging that it did not propose to do anything, has 
any form degrades both the oppressor and the oppressed. The distinguished himself as the great objector to anti·trust and anti
character of the people of all classes is affected for the worse; the monopoly legislation. 
law is frequently appealecl to; criminal coUl'ts are busy; the mili- DEMOCRATS OPPOSE A.l\"'D IMPEDE. 

taryarm of the State, and possibly of thenation.,is~sec1, andagov- On Monday, May 21, the chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
ernment by force succeeds that of general subnnss1on to law made ' made the following request in the House, and this is the exact 
by all fo:r all and respected and obeyed by alL language and will be found at page 6262 of the RECORD: 

CAPITAL A.l\"'D LA.BOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that H.J. Res.138, with the amend· 
Th h Ld b tu 1 fid b t •t I d 1 b ments thereto reported from the Committee on the Judiciary, be made a. ere s ou emu a con ence e ween ca pi a an a or. spcciala.nd continuing order for three days, commencing immediately after 

They should work hand in hand for a common purpose-the pros· the disposition of the Alaska bi11,· not to interfere with conference repoi;ts. 
perity of both and the growth and development of the nation. Mr. MIERS of Indiana objected on the ground that it might in· 
They should be willing to equitably divide the profits and share te~fere with the consideration of pensions on Friday. 
the losses of every business enterprise in which mutually engaged. Mr. R.A.Y of New York. I will modify it by excepting pension Friday. 
Capital is interested to educate and elevate its labor. Intelligent, Mr. RICHARDSON then objected to the request. No member 
well·fed, and well-clothed laboring men are generally contented on the other side has submitted any request for the consideration 
and may be relied upon to protect the interests of capital and also of the anti-trust and anti-monopoly legislation reported to the 
of the State. Employer and employee are both interested in the House. Comment is unnecessary. In order to secure considera. 
success of the business in which engage1 , and neither has the tion at all we have been compelled to bring in a special rule. In 
moral or legal right to peril or destroy the property or property response to what has been said in the "Views of the minority," 
rights involved. The laborer is deeply interested in agriculture, submitted by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND] and 
.manufacture, and commerce. He is beneficially affected by the 
prosperity of each of these pursuits. They give him employment. wherein he says: 
The freer competition in business of any kind the better his chance If, as we believe to be true, the public welfare should be the chief concern 

- of the legislator, the American people may ·have cause to regret that the 
for employment, the greater his opportunities for advancement, trust question has been seized upon for party advantage. 

- the brighter and more promising the future for his children. I beg to snbmit that the .American people has cause to regret 
AGGREGATED oAPITA.L THE FRIEND oF LA.DOR. that the alleged statesmen of the Democratic party have seen fit 

Aggregated capital in the hands of corporations and combina· to inject politics and political discussion into almost every meas· 
tions honestly formed and conducted is the fr iend of labor and ure brought before the House. 
of all mankind. So formed, they are desirable and, in.fact, indis- In season and out of season, sometimes When relevant, but al
pensable. Modern civilization dilmands their existence. W hat ways when irrelevant, we have heard denunciations of the Admin· 
is the Government itself but a vast corporation, an aggregation istration, of party policy, and of trusts and combinations, always 
of millions of people and billions of wealth. Thus organized, it accompanied with assertions that the Republican party is respon· 
becomes a vast power for good in the world. Each enfranchised sible for and the protector of trusts. Accused of not doing any
citizen is a director and every citizen is a stockholder. Unorgan· thing, not intending to do anything, we were met at the very 
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outset of active legislation to control and repress these illegal 
monopolies with Democratic objection, even to consideration of 
the subject. We have adopted a course of procedure that will 
compel t~e minority members of this House to register themselves 
in favor of this resolution, and therefore against trusts, combina
tions, and monopolies, or against the rernlution, and therefore in 
favor of them and in favor of their continuing operations. 

Equally groundless and untrue is the insinuation of the Demo
cratic minority that they were excluded from the consideration 
and framing of the proposed legislation. The subcommittee, con
sisting of four Republicans and three Democrats, was appointed 
and directed to report. Days passed, to enable every gentleman 
opportunity to formulate and present his views. The subcom
mittee was called together and all given full opportunity to pre
sent proposed measures. But aside from the presentation of the 
majority measures but little, if anything, was presented, except 
words and denunciation of proposed legislation and lengthy advo
cacy of the doctrine of "State rights. " 
· We were compelled to listen to a rehearsal of the John C. Calhoun 
arguments of ante-bellum days, until the shades of that hero of 
Democ·racy seemed to loom before us. By a party vote measures 
were directed to be reported to the full committee, measures well 
known to the minority. Three weeks went by, to enable our Dem
ocratic friends time in which to collect their scattered thoughts 
and rally their cohorts. When the matter was laid before the full 
co!nmittee, the most of the time was used in a repetition of the 
declarations of Davjs and Calhoun. But an end came, and the 
measures came to the House; and by force of a majority vote we 
have been enabled to fix a day for consideration. We appeal to 
an intelligent people t.o determine where responsibility rests and 
where it shall be placed. 

It is noteworthy that the "views of the minority" contain no 
substitute for, propose no amendments to, the joint resolution; do 
not deny our legal contentions or conclusions; do not assert that 
efficient laws can be enacted by Congress under its present con
stitutional powers. The main argument, if dignified by that 
name, is that under the proposed amendment the States are called 
upon to surrender some of their power. At the same time the 
monopolies are referred to as "the growing and most burdensome 
evil popularly known as the trust." The minority also concedes 
that there" is a loud and imperative call." But the "views of 
the minority'~ propose no response to that call. 

It is true that it is urged that the protective tariff is responsi
ble for the existence of monopoly and that free trade will remedy 
the existing evils. But thjs amounts to little more than denun
ciation ofa system advocated and established by the Republican 
party. It is but a repetition of the stale and oft-refuted charge 
that protective tariffs are onerous and destructive of the prosper
ity of the country. But of this more later on. It is also true that 
the "views of the minority" complain that the proposed amend
mc'1lt does not leave the States free to legislate in opposition to 
Congress, annul its laws. "Concurrent jurisdiction" is what is 
wanted, so that if a State can get ahead in its legislation the rule 
may be applied that ''first come, first served;" the one first taking 
jurisdiction shall hold it. 

But all this trash of '' views" is intended as denunciatory of the 
proposition of the majority to control and repress combinations 
and monopolies operating to the injury of the people and of the 
country. It is not designed to throw light on the subject or sug
gest wise action. The whole tenor of the" views of the minority" 
is in that -vein of sarcasm, abandoning truth or reason, for which 
some Wliters are noted. It is a mere attempt to give an excuse 
for preventing the adoption of this joint resolution, if possible, 
by drawing the State rights lines taut on the party. The minor
ity well know that two-thirds of each House must vote in the 
affirmative or action will fail. 

Mr. KITCHIN. I want to ask you if your own platforms in 
1888 and 1892 did not condemn thesi) combinations of capital? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly; and our platforms this year 
in all the States are condemning them when illegal or oppressive. 
But what I am bringing your attention to is that Democratic ora
tors upon the floor of this House and Democratic newspapers all 
over the country have been denouncing monopolies and trusts, 
and have been asserting that the Republican party has not done 
anything, and that the Republican party does not intend to do 
anything to relieve the people; and while you have beEin making 
these declarations on the fl.cor of the House you knew well that 
the Committee on the Judiciary, charged with this subject, was 
engaged in framing laws to cover this very subject, and I have 
just invited attention to the history of this, and explained why 
action bas been delayed. . 

Mr. KITCHIN; Jjet me ask yon one more question about the 
platforms. If your people are opposed to trusts, why is it that 
they put a plank in the platform of lSSS against trusts, and a 
plank in the platform of 18!>2 against trusts, bnt in tbe platform 
of 1896 your -people deliberately left out any reference to trusts. 

Mr. RAY of New Yo1·k. Well, I do not know why they left it 
out. I was not there. Perhaps they forgot it, and perhaps--

Mr. KITCHIN. No, they did not forget it. 
Mr. RAY of New York. I do not know why that was, if it was 

s~>, in that particular year, but in almost every year the Repub
hcan platform has. contained a declaration against oppressive 
trusts and monopolies. The Republican partv always keeps its 
promises and is trying to do it now. We are· met, howeve.r by 
Democratic opposition. The Democratic party is always fuli of 
promises, but it never fuifills or attempts to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
New York bas expired. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I ask leave to complete my remarks. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 

asks leave to/ continue his remarks without limi~. Is there ob
jection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GAINES. Will my friend yield for two questions of law? 
l\lr, RAY.of New York. Now, I have some propositions here 

as to the necessity for this amendment-
1\lr. GAINES. J want to get exactly your view on this matter. 

You stated that Congress now has the right to prohibit interstate 
commerce. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Not to prohibit it, but to regulate it. 
.~r., GAINES. Does not ~hat g-i.ve Congress the power to pro

h1b1t 1t under the construction given by the courts and Congress? 
Mr. RAY of New York. No. 
Mr. GAINES. Did you net vote for the anti· convict bill to pro

hibit convicts' products from being sent from one Sfate to an
other an!'! the products of f?reign convict 13;bor from being 
brought mt.o this country? D1d you not vote for that, and did 
you not vote for the Lacey bird bill here the other day? 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is a different proposition. 
Mr. GAlNES. l say the Supreme Court have decided that the 

power to regulate interstate commerce gives the power to prohibit 
it, and we did prohibit it in the embargo act and a lot of other 
acts. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yon think, then, do you, that the Con
gress of the United States has power to say that bread and meat 
and flour sha11 not be carried from one State into another State? 

Mr. GAINES. Congress has the power to say that very thing 
under these decisions. 

Mr. RAY of New York. It does not have such absolute power. 
Mr. GAINES. I say the Supreme Court have so held. . 
Mr. RAY of New York. And the Supreme Court of the United 

States, as I will show you, have decided explicitly that it does not 
have such power. 

Mr. GAINES. Then it has no power to control interstate com
merce, has it? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes; it has full power to control in
terstate commerce. 

Mr. GAINES. Can we declare-
.Mr. RAY of New York. The trouble with the gentleman is 

that he does not know the difference between commerce and man
ufacture and production, between" regulate" and "control" and 
"prohibit. " With him all words mean the same thing, and the 
gentleman uses them indiscriminately and profusely without re
gard to their meaning. Congress may '' regulafe" commerce, 
and if necessary regulation results in prohibition in a given case, 
t hen the power so operates. But to prohibit for the sake of pro
hibition Congress can not. 

Mr. GAINES. You do not know what the law is. That is the 
troub~e with you. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Let me tell you what the court has 
decided with regard to commerce in liquors and other things. 
The Supreme Court has decided that Congress has no power to 
consent that a State shall refuse to allow any article of commerce, 
I do not care what it is, to be brought into the State for use. 

Mr. GAINES. M-y proposition is that the courts hold Congress 
ha~ the power to prohibit inter tate commerce. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, no; it does not have thatpower. 
Mr. GAINES. And the Supreme Court has so held, and with 

reference to international commerce, too; and with the Indian 
tribes. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, no. It has power to prohibit in 
certain cases, under certain conditions, and for certain purposes. 

Mr. GAINES. You are receding from yolll' proposition now. 
You are taking my position now. 

l\1r. RAY of New York. I am not receding at all. Your posi
tion was broad, and I am telling you the facts; that is all, and I 
will call your attention later on-

Mr. GA..INE ' . Can you not prohibit foreign commerce? 
Mr. RAY of New York. P11ohibit it absolutely? 
Mr. GAINES. Yes. . 
Mr. RAY of New York. Not constitutionally; certainly not. 
Mr. GAINES. Did not Congress pass the embargo acts and 

the anti-convict provis:on in the Wilson and Dingley tariff laws? 
Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, Congress can under certain con

ditions and with certain limitations and for certain purposes • 

. 
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Mr. GAINES. Well, what are those conditions, circumstances, ment, wisdom, and patriotism, will believe that their continued 

and purposes? existence will be improper. Then Congress will dissolve or pro-
Mr. RAY of New York. I can not take time now to state all hibit when necessary. It might act directly, possibly, but the 

that, but I refer you, however, to some cases which you will find purpose is tomakelawsgivingpowerto the courts to act pursuant 
cited in my remarks and some caBes that you will find in the re- to laws enacted by Congress. 
port of the majority. IhavepointedouttherejustwhatCongress Mr. SNODGRASS. The point of my inquiry was if, under this 
may do and just what it may not do. great power that you propose to give to Congress, it would havEr 

But other gentlemen desire to be heard on this proposition, and power to dissolve any kind of a. combination made. 
I must hasten on. Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I will ask the gentleman whether he 

.Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman permit a question? thinks that language used in the connection in which it appears 
Mr. RAY of New York. What is your question? does not answer the gentleman's own question? 
Mr. RIDGELY. I will take but a moment, and it is right on Mr. SNODGRASS. This is a technical definition. 

the point. Mr. RAY of New York. In the first place, we are to define. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Very well. Mr. SNODGRASS. You simply define this as a combination. 
Mr. RIDGELY. Do you understand that this amendment, if Mr. RAY of New York. Now, there may be an agre~ment be-

a.dopted, will permit Congress to levy a graduated tax upon such tween two or more parties--
corporations as it may deem proper? :Mr. SNODGRASS. And Congress is to have power to define 

Mr. RAY of New York. I think it would permit the Congress or dissolve or control or prohibit? 
of the United States, in controlling monopolies, combinations, Mr.RAYofNewYork. Firstitdefines,andindefiningacom
and so forth, when it has once defined them, to control them in bination it will prescribe what are legal and what are illegal; then 
any way it saw fit not in conflict with the other provisions of the it may dissolve, and possibly it may abuse this .power. Congress 
Constitution. Therefore, if the proposed taxation was in accord- may misuse its power, and you can not frame a constitution and 
ance with the other provisions of the Constitution, it might do it. so limit Congress that it may not abuse its power. Now, I need 
Certainly it might levy a tax if it did not violate other provisions not split any more hairs over that. 
of the Constitution. . I want to call attention to the fact that the Supreme Court of 

Mr. RIDGELY. Just one other question, please. Would not the United States having declared in the Knight case and the 
other provisions of the Constitution prevent a h1gher rate of taxa- Addystone pipe case, recently decided, that the Congress of the 
tion being levied upon them than upon others? United States is without any power whatever over manufacture 

Mr. RAY of New York. That might be. I am not going to and production, therefore a combination or a conspiracy or a 
spht hairs with the gentleman as to just what Congress might do monopolye:risting in the form of a corporation or otherwise to mo
and might not do in a given case. That would take me all the nopolize manufacture or production, putting the price up or put-
afternoon. ting the price down for the purpose of oppressing the people, a 

Mr. RIDGELY. Ought we not to provide the taxing power? constitutional amendment i absolutely necessary if you would 
Mr. RAY of New York. When you have written into the Con- reach a monopoly in manufacture or in production. 

stitution a general power, then you must trust to Congress or to Mr. GAINES. But the court did dissolve the interstate-com-
the legislature of the State, if it be a State constitution, to do merce combine attacked in that bill. 
what is right, just. and proper and to pass appropriate laws. Mr. RAY of New York. That is a different thing, and I hope 
You can not legislate wisely, well, or intelligently in a constitu- gentlemen will please not take up my time. This amendment is 
tion. to give power over manufacture and production, not commerce. 

Mr. RIDGELY. But while we are amending the Constitution The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
to deal with these trusts and combines, why not give Congress declines to yield. 
the power to put a graduated tax upon them if it sees fit? Mr. RAY of New York. Now I want to call your attention to 

Mr. RAY of New York. Why, I have said you ~an do it_under the fact. 
the power which Congress is to possess under this amendment if Mr. GAINES. Is it not a fact that that is all that case decided~ 
that ~raduated tax be in accordance with the other provisions of Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, no; it decided a great deal m-0re; 
the Constitution. but I have stated the gist of it. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Yes; and if not, then let us make it so that 1\fr. GAINES. Did it not say interstate commerce had been 
we can. interfered with contrary to the statute, and perpetuate the in-

Mr. RAY of New Yorlr. Undoubtedly it will be so. Adopt junction, affirming the opinion of the lower court? Of course it 
this amendment and we can absolutely control all trusts and all did. 
monopolies. Mr. RAY of New York. Why, there you are mistaken. It af-

Mr. RIDGELY. The courts will hold that we can not, under fil'med in part and reversed in part. 
the amendment you are offering. Mr. GAINES. That is exactly it, because it came from my own 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- State. It reversed that part of the decree enjoining the business 
tion. Your committee has studied this question, and I would aonetotally within the State, but perpetuated it as to the inter
like the benefit of the gentleman's information. Y_on say here state contracts and broke it up. 
Congress shall have power to dissolve combinations. You attach Mr. RAY of New York. The Knight case came from your 
no qualifying terms to the combinations. I should like to ask State? It came from the State of Pennsylvania. • 
the gentleman if, in his opinion, there are no combinations exist- Mr. GAINES. The pipe case was from Tennessee. 
ing which are now lawful? Mr. RAY of New York (continuing). And the State of New 

Mr. RAY of New York. Why, certainly; a great many are Jersey, and related to the great sugar trust. 
lawful; the great majority are lawful. Mr. GAINES. You also alluded to the pipe case. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Would you think it wise to give to Con- Mr. RAY of New York (continuing). Do not claim that you 
gress the power to dissolve lawful combinations, such as, for in- had any such case down in your State. 
stance, those that have no monopolistic tendency? Mr. GAINES. I am referring to the pipe case. 

Mr. RAY of New York. IdonotassumethatbecauseCongress Mr. RAY of New York (continuing). Do not, pray, take all 
has power to regulate commerce it will interfere with legitimate the credit for this illegal combination. You are claiming the 
commerce. If Congress is given the power proposed by this reso- benefits of the sugar trust, that it belongs to you. It is ours, and 
lutiott, it has first to define and then determine by judicial inquiry therefore no amendment to the Constitution should be made. 
what is an illegal combination, and then the court will, pursuant Mr. GAINES. That sugar trust exists in the Republican State 
to law, dissolve it. The majority of this House feel in this way of Pennsylvania. It does not exist in my State. 
on that subject: That if the people of the country grant them the Mr. RAY of New York. It is in New Jersey. I know the evils 
power; they will act in the interest of the people. of that combination, and we are trying to prevent such evils. 

We do not so distrust ourselves as to believe for a single moment Mr. GAINES. And I will help you; but I will not go as far as 
that we would go to work and dissolve a lawful combination or a you are going in this proposition. 
lawful corporation. We think we would do right. I do not Mr. OLMSTED. There is no sugar trust in Pennsylvania. 
blame some gentlemen on the other side of the House, in view of Mr. GAINES. You are all very fond of sugar. 
past history and some of the tariff bills that you have enacted Mr. RAY of New York. Now, let me call the attention of the v· 
into law, which so oppressed the people, for distrusting yourselves House, and I want gentlemen to listen to this proposition. I want 
and fearing to give Congress power over these illegal trusts and to state in legal language t hat the States are now powerless in this 
combinations. · matter, and that is t he reason why I am calling your attention to it. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. l wish you would confine yourself to an The States have no power whatever over interstate commerce, 
answer to my question. The State ha.s no power to prevent a corporation or association, 

Mr. RAY of New York. We grant Congress general power, company,orcitizensofanotherStatefromgoingintoitanddoing 
first to define, second to control or absolutely prohibit the exist- business therein, if engaged also in interstate commerce. 
ence. Of c9urse if they become illegal and oppressive, the Con- Mr. GA.INES. I want to ask the gentleman another question, 
gress of the United States, in the exercise of its intelligence, jndl!- I and then I will stop. _ 

• 



6312 .CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. MAY 31, 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, close your month and open your 
ears and listen to what I state. That will be more fair, and you 
can reply later on. 

Mr. GAINES. If the gentleman will shut his mouth and open 
his ears, perhaps he will say about as much as he is saying now. 
I want to put one more question to the gentleman, and then I 
will not interrupt him again. 

Mr. RAY of New York. What is it? 
. Mr. GAINES. Did not Judge McKenna, in a Texas case, hold 
that the State has a right to prohibit a foreign corporation com
ing into that State? 

Mr. RAY of New York. He did not hold any such thing. 
11111'. GAINES. He did; and I will show you the opinion before 

the debate is over. 
Mr. RA-Y of New York. Oh, the gentleman gets up and con

tradicts me before I am half through with a sentence. I will tell 
you what the courts have held, and the holding is uniform. A 
State may prohibit a corporation or an association formed and 
organized in another State from coming into it and doing busi
ness in that State, provided that corporation so coming in is not 
also engaged in interstate commerce. 

But if so engaged, as well as in other business, they can not 
interfere with it. So a corporation in New York may send its 
agent into Texas to carry on the business of that corporation, and 
the State of Texas can not interfere with that agent in Texas or 
touch the business of the corporation if that corporation that he 
represents is engaged also in sending its goods or products into 
Texas or Texas and other States. 

Mr. GAINES. The St.ate could not interfere with interstate 
commerce; I know that; but did not they hold that they could 
exclude a foreign corporation? 

Mr. R.AY of New York. The gentleman said he would 'keep 
still if I would answer that question. 

A MEMBER. He never will. [Laughtar.] 
Mr. RAY of New York. Now, I have cited a dozen cases hold

ing what I have stated. The result is a monopoly in New Jersey 
or a monopoly in New York may sendi in spite of any law this 
Congress can make, in spite of any law that any State can make
it may send its monopoly-made goods, the price of which is abso
lutely controlled by the monopoly, into any State in this Union 
for use, not for sale. We prohibit such product of a monopoly 
being sent for sale in the other States, and what is the result? 

We simply change the mode by which the business will be done. 
The merchant in Iowa, we will say, the people of that State being 
the victims of the monopoly ih New Jersey and New Yol'k, the 
Congress and the State of Iowa prohibiting tl;le sending in for sale, 
but not being able to prohibit its coming in for use, will pursue 
this course: He will receive the orders of his customers, and in 
their name will send t-0 the monopoly in New York for one1 ten, 
or twenty thousand dollars' worth of these goods, asking that they 
be sent to Iowa for the use of these people. -

Thern is no power in Congress under the Constitution of the 
United States and no power in any State to prevent the goods 
being sent, and the Supreme Court of the United States has 
explic'.tly decided it. Take the report and read it. Take my 
remarks, when printed, and read these cases. I call upon my col
league, Mr. LITTLEFIELD, and others on the committee to corrob
orate what I say. I challenge any man on the J udiciaryCommit
tee on the other side of the House to deny the asse1·tions I have 
made. 

Mr. SNODGRASS rose. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New 

York yield to the gentleman from Tennessee? 
Mr. RAY of New York. I suppose I might as well. 
Mr. SNODGRASS. Can Congress prohibit a corporation from 

extending its business into another State? 
Mr. RAY of New York. What js that? 
Mr. SNODGRASS. Can Congress prohibit the extension of the 

business of a corporation into another State? 
Mr. RAY of New York. Not when it does not engage in com

merce. I will tell you what Congress can do, and all it can do, 
and you ought to know it. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I am asking you. 
Mr. RAY of New York. When a manufacturing corporation 

or a combination, located in a State and not chartered by Congress, 
is engaged in manufacture it may carry on that business and 
monopolize that business throughout the United States by buying 
up every competing plant in the United States and driving every 
competitor out of the busine"s throughout the length and breadth 
of the United States, and fix prices at will, and Congress can not 
intervene. 
. Mr. SNODGRASS. Neither Congress nor the State. 
. Mr. RAY of New York. I will tell yon when Congress can 
come in. When the article is produced and is taken to a railroad 
station and is delivered over to the agent of the railroad company 
for transportation into another State for sale in that other State, 
then Congress may step in and say that because that article is 
produced by a monopoly it will prohibit its being sent. There the 

power of Congress can attach, and there the power of Congress 
ends. If I am in a monopoly, assuming that I am-and I run 
monopolizing all the time-suppose I am running a monopolistic 
business, and control that business throughout the United States; 
I take these tJ:ust-made articles, these monopoly-produced arti
cles, produced by me, t j the railroad station; I ship them to an· 
other State for the use of A, B, and C, and present their orders or 
an orde1· given by their agent. I can not be interfered with nor 
can transportation be denied, nor can Congress or a State prevent 
such transportation. 

The State can not touch the transaction, neither the State where 
the corporation exists nor the State where the goods are to be re
ceived; because the Supreme Court of the United States has de
clared in a recent case that the right to buy articles of necessity
the right of a citizen to buy and have transported from anywhere 
in the United States any article of commerce for use-can not be 
restrained or interfered with by the United States or by any State. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. That was not the question. 
Mr. RAY of New York. You come then perhaps to the use of 

mails, which we touch on in our bill. The United Stat.es having 
absolute power over the mails, Congress may prohibit the carry
ing of anything in the mails. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Bnt can any local corporation establish its 
plant or its agencies in any other State, independent of any power 
now existing in Congress or the States? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Why, certainly, if also engaged in 
interstate commerce. 

. NECESSITY FOR TIDS Al!ENDME:NT. 

As already stated, the necessity for this proposed amendment to 
the Constitntion of the United States arises from the fact that the 
Supreme Court of the United States, a conrt to which we all bow 
with deference, and to which all must bow, has, with but one dis
senting voice, held that manufacture and production are not a 
part of commerce. · 

That therefore the constitutional power of Congress to regulate 
commerce among the several States does riot give it any power to 
regulate or control manufacture or production, however much it 
affects or dominates that commerce. That commerce within a 
State is wholly beyond the reach of Congressional action. That 
manufacture and production, and combinations, associations, and 
corporations organized within a State and by the anthoritv of a 
State, or its laws, to monopolize the production and absolutely 
control the price 9f articles of common and daily use and neces· 
sity, ai·e wholly within the control of the State and can not be 
reached or directly affected by any laws Congress can make. 

The only power Congress has in the premises is derived from tha 
interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution, and this extends 
only to lawa -affecting the product of a monopoly or "combine" 
when in course of transit to another State or to a forejgn country. 
Such transportation begins when actually delivered and surren
dered to a common carrier doing interstate business for transpor· 
tation to another Stat.e or country. The fact that the article is 
manufactured for parties in another State or is intended for trans
portation to and use or sale in such other State makes no differ
ence. Such facts do not bring the article within the laws applicable 
to interstate commerce. Themanufactureror owner of such goods 
may change· his mind. The articles may be used up, destroyed, or 
otherwise disposed of and never become an article of interstate 
commerce. 

Mr. FLEMING. Will thegentlemanallow me an interruption? 
Mr. RAY of New York. I do not liketoyield my time to inter

rul>tions. 
M.r. FLEMING. I want to direct your attention to one part of 

the majority report. 
Mr. RAY of New York. What is it? 
Mr. FJ-'EMING. On page 3 of the majority report you say: 
No power to repress or control monopolies of an.ykind i~con!erred on Con· 

gress by the Constitution, unless it be a monopoly to control interstate com· 
merce, which may be doubted. . 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes, but immediately following are 
words explanatory of it. The statement about jnterstate com
merce refers to cases, as for instance, it might be possible, and 
probably is possible under the Constitution as it exists to-day, for 
a great combination of capital to buy np and own every railroad 
and transportation company in the United States, and Congress, 
if that should be done, is powerless under the Constitution to 
prevent such purchase. But I will call attention to such condi
tions later on, and to the necessity for this amendment. That 
would be monopoly of the means for carrying on interstate com· 
merce and would include power to control such commerce itself. 
Congress and State acting in harmony can not prevent such ac
tion. The power to purchase and own property is nnlimited, ex
cept that a corporation may be prohibited by the State creating 
it to own more than a fixed amount of property. 

THEREFORE CON"GRESS IS POWERLESS. 

In the Knight Case (156 U.S., page 11), Fuller, C. J., in giving 
the opinion of the court, said: 

· It can not be denied that the power of a State to protect the lives, health, 
and property of its citizens, and to preserve good order and the public morals. 
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"the power to govern men and things"within the limits of its dominion." ber of the court pronouncing it, and I quote his language because 
is a power originallv and always belonging to the States, not surrendered by of its weh!ht and clearness and fairness: 
them to the ~ner:i.l Government, nor directly restrained by the Constitn '"" 
tion of the United States. and eseentially exclusive. And yet by the opinion and judgment in this case, if I do not misappre-

The r elief of the citizens of each State from the burden of monopoly and hend them, Congress is without power to protect the commercial intercourse 
the evils resulting from the restraint of trade among such citizens was left that such purchasing necessarily involves against the r estraints and burdens 
with the States to deal with, and this court has recognized their possession arising from the existence of combinations that meet purchasers, from what 
of that power even to the extent of holding that an employment or business ever State they come, with the threat-for it is nothing more nor less than a. 
carried on by private individuals, when it becomes a matter of such public threat-that they shall not purchase what they desire to purchase, except at 
interest and imoortance as to create a common charge or burden upon the the prices fixed by such combinations. A citizen of Missouri has the right to 
citizen; in other words, when it becomes a practical monopoly. to which the go in person, or send orders, to Pennsylvania and New Jersey for the pur
citizen is compelled to res01·t and by means of which a tribute can be ex- pose of purchasing refined sugar. 
acted from the community, is subject to regulation by State legislative But of what value is that right if he is confronted in those States by a vast 
power. On the other hand, the power of Con~ess to regulate commerce comtination whlch absolutely controls the price of that article, by reason of 
among the several States is also exclusive. The Constitution does not pro- 'its having acquired all the suga1· refineries m the United States in order that 
vide that interstate commerce shall be free; but, by the grant of this excln- they may fix prices in their own interest exclusively. In my judgment, the 
sive power to reg'ilate it, it was left free, except as Congress might impose citizens of the severar States composing tho Union are entitled, of right, to 
restraints. buy goods in the State where they are manufactured or in any other State 

without being confronted by an illegal combination whose business extends 
He also says: throughout tho whole country, which by the law everywhere is an enemy to 
That which belongs to commerce is within the jurisdiction of the United the public interests, and which prevents such buying, except at prices arbi

States, but that which does not belong to commerce is within the jurisdiction trarily fixed by it. I insist that tho free course of trade among the States 
of the police power of the State. can not coexist with such combina.tions. 

And- And again, at pages 44 and 45: 
The argument is that the power to control the manufacture of refined We have before us the case of a combination which absolutely controls, or 

sugar is a monopoly over a necessary of life, to the enjoyment of which by a mn.y at its discretion control, the price of all refined sugar in this country. 
lar!!e part of the population of the United States interstate commerce is in- Suppo:oe another combination, organized for private gain and to control 

- · f prices, should obtain possession of all the large flour mills in the United 
dispensable, and that, therefore, the General Government, in the exercJSe 0 States; another, of all the grain elevators; another, of all the oil territory; 
the power to regub.te commerce, may repress such monopoly directly and -.. f all t... l'" od · · h f n set aside the instruments which have created it. But this argument can not anot.iler, 0 cl.le sa .,.pr ucrng regwns; anot er, o a the cotton mills; 
be confined to necessaries of life merMy, and must include all articles of and another, of all the great establishments for slaughtering animals and the 
general consumption. preparation of meats. What power is competent to protect the people of 

Doubtless the power to control the manufacture of a given thing involves the United States against such dangers except a national power-one that is 
in a certrnn sense tho control of its disposition, but this is a secondary and capable of exerting its sovereign authority throtmhout every part of the 

f ul territory and over all the people of the DP.tion? 
not the primary sensoj and although the exercise o that power may res t An.:i at pages 42 and 4!) he shows further the effect of the de· in brin!Png the operation of commerce into _play, it does not control it., and :i o 
affects it only incidentally and "ndirectly. Commerce succeeds to manufac- cision, and that it declares Congress powerless to repress or even 
ture and is not a part of it. The power to regulate commerce is the power t I 1 h "t t 1 th t t f ti l d to prescribe the rule by which commerce shall be governed, and is a power con ro monopo Y W en 1 con ro s e ou pu o an ar c e an 
independent of the power to suppress monopoly. But it may operate in re- fixes at will the cost to the user and consumer in every State of 
pression of mononoly whenever that comes within the rules by which com- the Union. He says: 
merce is governoo or whenever the transaction is itself a monopoly of com- While the OJ>iuion of the court in this case does not declare the act of 1890 
merce. to be unconstitutional, it defeats the main object for which it twas passed; 

Mark the holding, which is that Congress can not deal with for it i3 in effect held that the statute would ba unconstitutional if inter-
monopoly In. manufacture and production, because that power 1·s, :preted a.s embracing such unlawful restraint.~ u:pon the purchasing of goods in one State to be carried to another State as necessarily a.rise from the ex-
by the Constitution, left with the States respectively. Such mo- istence of combinations formed for the purpose and with the effect not only 
nopoly may bring interstate commerce into play, set it in mQtion, of monopolizing the ownership of all such goods in every part of the country, 

h · nl · 'd 1 d bnt of controlling the prices for them in all the States. 
but, still, its effect thereon, owever great, lS o Y lDCl enta an This view of the scope of the act leaves the publlc, so far as national power 
indirect, and therefore not within the power of Congress. is concerned, entirely at the mercy of combinations which arbitrarily control 

T t gul te * * * · · d d t " th tho prices of articles purchased to be transported from one State to another he power 0 re a commerce IS a power m epen en o.1. e State. I can not assent to that view. In my judgment the General Govern-
power to suppress monopoly. ment is not placed by the Constitution in such a. condition of helplessness 
· And again the court says in the same case-- that it must fold its arms and remain inaetive while capital combines, under 

Mr. KITCHIN. May I ask the gentleman from New York a the name of a corporation., to destroy competition, not m one State only, hut 
question? throughout the entire country, in the buying and selling of articles-espe

cially tho necessaries of life-that go into commerce amon!? the States. The 
Mr. RAY of New York. These interruptions have already doctrine of the aut-Onomyof the States can not properly be invoked to justify 

consumed two-thirds of my time. I am not getting along with a. denial of power in the National Government to meet such an emergency, 
my remarks as I would wish·, and the gentleman must excuse me. involving o.s it does that freedom of commercial intercourse among the States 

which the Constitution sought to attain. 
Mr. KITCHIN. If the gentleman prefers not to yield, of Mr. Justice Harlan gave the dissenting opinion and was urging 

course, I will not press my question. • that the Constitution now confers the necessary power; but the 
Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, in view of the facts Court held otherwise. 

which I have so hurriedly described, let me state-and I will do STA.TES POWERLESS TO PROTECT THEMSELVES. 

·so briefly-what the Supreme Court says on this subject in the The States can not protect themselves against monopoly, com-
Knig ht ca-se ( 156 U • S., P· 13) • binations, and conspiracy to monopolize manufacture and prod uc-

lt will be perceived how far-reaching the proposition i;_; that the power of tion and fix and control prices, for the following reasons: 
dealing Tlith a. monopoly directly may be exerclSed by the General-0-overn- l. Ti. ..,. State hao no power whatever over 1·nterstate commerce·, ment whenever interstate or international commerce may be ultimat.ely .u.v "' 

• affected. The regulation of commerce applies to the subjects of commerce int.ersta.te transportation of persons or property. 
and not to matters of internal police. Contracts to buy, sell, or exchange 2. The State has no power to prevent the corporation, associa
~oods to be transported among the several States, the transportation and its ti · 'ti f th State f · · t ·t 
mstrumentalities, and articles bought, sold, or exchanged for the purposes ons, comparues, or Cl 2ens o ano er rom commg m o 1 
of such transit among the St.ates, or put in the way of transit, may be regu- and doing business therein if engaged in interstate commerce. 
Jated, but this is because they form part of interstate trade or commerce. 3. No State has power over the corporations, associations, com
The fact that an article is manufactured for export to another State does not panies, or citizens of another so long as they remain outside of 
of itself make it an article of interstate commerce. and the intent of the man-
ufacturer does not determine the time when the article or product passes i'.rom her territorial limits. 
the control of the State and belongs to commerce. 4. No State has power to prevent the sending or bringing into 

And at page 16 says: her limits the manufactures or products of corporations, associa-
Contracts, combinations, or conspiracies to control domestic enterprise in tions, companies, or individuals, organized, doing business or re

manufacture, agriculture, mining, production in all its forms, or to raise or siding in another, for use, even with the consent of Congress, or 
lower prices or wages, might unquestionably tend to restrain external as for any other purpose without such consent. 
well as domestic trade, but the restraint would be an indirect result, how-
ever inevitable and what.ever its extent, and such result wonld not neces- 5. No State can prevent the purchase or control of the stock, 
sa.rily determine the object of the contract, combination, or conspiracy. property, etc., of its corporations, associations, companies, or citi· 
* * * Aside from the provisions applicable where Congress might exercise b th h t d · ed 'di · th municipal power, what the law struck at was combinations, contracts, and zens Y ose c ar ere , organiz , or res1 ng lil ano er. 
conspiracies to monopolize trade and commerce among the several States or The result is that a monopoly existing in one State and control
with foreign nations; but the contracts and acts of the defen.dants related ling the production, ownership, and price of an article of general 
exclusively to the acquisition of the Philadelphia refineries and the bu11iness use and necessity may, unless Congress intervenes when sent for 
of sugar refining in Pennsylvania, and bore no direct relation to commerce 
between ·the States or with forei~ nations. sale (and the State legis~aturecontrolled by the monopoly may not 

The object was manifestly private gain in the manufacture of the com- ask the interference of Congress), send its productions into every 
modity, but not through the control of interstate or foreign commerce. It State and supply the market there. The only way by which a 
is true that thA bill alleged that the products of these refineries were sold State can protect her citizens agam· st the unJ· ust exactions of such and distributed among the several States, and that all the companies were 
engaged in trade or commerce with the several States and with foreign a monopoly, combination, or conspiracy is to obtain laws on the 
nations; but this was no more than to say that trade and commerce served part of Congress and supplement them by laws of her own, de-
manufacture to fulfill its function. Sugar was refined for sale, and sales · t t "tiz th h h t' l · th 
were probably made at Philadelphia. for consumption, and undoubtedly for nymg o he Cl · ens e power to pure ase sue ar 1C es m · e 
resale by the first purchasers throughout Pennsylvania.and other State3, and State. This denies to the citizens the right to purchase in the 
refined sugar -yvas also forwarded by the companies to othe! States for sale. State but not the right to purchase of the monopoly without the 
Nevertheless it does not follow that an attempt to monopolize, or the actual Stat ' d d h · 1 · f 
monopoly of, the manufacture was an attempt, whether executory or con- e an sen .t e .artic es mto the State or Uf!e. . 
summated, to monopolize commerce, even though, in order to dispose of the No power exists In Congress or the State, or m both combmed, 
product. the instrumentality of commerce was necessarily invoked. to prevent the purchase anywhere in the Union of trust or 
Th~ effe?t. of ~his lack of <?onstitutional po~er in Congress and I !Uonopoly made and monopoly-controlled articles, and the send

of this decIS1on IS thus described by Mr. Justice Harlan, a mem· mg of them anywhere to the purchaser for his or her use. That 

0 
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right of a citizen is a constitutional right. It could be taken away 
by an amendment to the Constitution, and I presume our Demo
cratic friends prefer that remedy, as it would be directly aimed at 
and oppressive to the citizen and not a blow at monopoly except 
indirectly. If such laws as I have indicated should be enacted by 
State and Federal power, they would operate only to deprive the 
people of the benefit of articles of necessity of daily use and con
sumption. 

Neither State nor Federal power, nor both combined, can pre
vent the free sale and purchase of property by monopolies and 
combines as the Constitution now stands. It can not prevent in~ 
dividna1s or combinations of individuals residing in one State from 
going into another and purchasing and owning any species of 
property lawfully dealt in there or from carrying on any lawful 
business there. Therefore every competing plant in the nation 
may be purchased and owned by a monopoly located j.n a State 
permitting its existence. Congress can not interfere for want of 
constitutional power. The State will not interfere, for it :finds it 
profitable to become the habitat of monopolies. These employ 
thousands of laborers, pay out millions of dollars in wages, and 
put thousands of dollars annually, by way of taxes, into the pub
lic treasury. It may be-indeed, it is probable-that if the 45 
Htates would enact uniform laws, and enforce them, and Congress, 
under the interstate-commerce clause, should enact a broad and 
comprehensive law in harmony therewith, the evils of monopoly 
might be largely, if not entirely, suppressed. But it is hopeless to 
expect such action. 

Attention has already been directed to the fact that only 
twenty-five of the forty-five States have anti-trust and anti-com
bination laws denouncing such combinations, conspiracies, and 
monopolies, and the result is that they flourish in some of the 
States and even meet with protection and encouragement by the 
legislatures. It is true that in creating a corporation or corpora
tions the legislature of a State may forbid it to enter into any such 
combination or conspiracy, but it can not prevent its stockhold
ers from selling their stock and thas passing under the control of 
a corporation or combination existing in another State. It is ap
parent, then, that capitalists desiring to monopolize any man
ufacturing business may incorporate under the laws of a State 
imposing no restrictions and, under the protection of that charter, 
monopolize a particular business throughout the Union. 

There is no power in Congress to interfere with such a corpora
tion or combination so long as it confines itself to manufacture or 
to commerce entirely within the State where it has a plant. Its 
power to :fix prices becomes absolute, in spite of Federal power, 
which can only interfere to prevent the transportation of the man
ufactured article from one Stat.a into another for sale therein. 
When this mode of suppression is attempted, unsurmountable 
difficulties are met, and it becomes evident that monopoly in man
ufacture and production can not be prevented by the mere pro
hibition of interstate commerce in such products. 

The Congress may by law permit a State to prohibit the sale in 
original packages within its limits of intoxicating liquors brought 
therein by the medium of interstate commerce. (But see dissent
ing opinion in 170 U.S., page 461; In re Rapier, 140 U.S., 545.) 

But it may not permit a State to prohibit such bringing in for 
use and the use by a citizen. (Vance vs. Vandercook Company, 
170 U. S., 438, 452, 453, 455; Scott vs. Donald, 165 U. S. 58-107.) 
This right is one given by the Constitution of the United States, 
and therefore Congress can not impair, restrict, or limit it (same 
case) unless, perhaps, when exercising its power to regulate inter
state commerce. We think it would be incorrect to say that Con
gress may limit the right. The truth is that the one constitutional 
provision limits the other, but only so far as to prevent the citizen 
in the enjoyment of his liberty from interfering with commerce. 
There is a wide distinction between the right to sell in original 
packages and the right to use or bring into the States for use. 

In the exercise of the police power a State may say that certain 
articles shall not be sold because their use or consumption is det
rimental to the citizens and consequently to the State. But can 
it prohibit the use of such articles by the citizen if in such use 
he interferes with no other person, injures no one but himself? 
Can he be forbidden by law to eat meat on the ground that whole
some meat is injurious to the health of the consumer? If, then, 
a citizen has the constitutional right to bring intoxicating liquors 
into the State of his residence for his personal use (and if it be a 
constitutional right, the State and, perhaps, the United States 
can not interfere to prevent), the State can not, even with the con
sent of Congress, prohibit the introduction for use by the citizens 
of a State of the products of a monopoly or combination existing 
in another State, especially if such products be necessaries of life 
or articles of daily or frequent nse and necessary for the prosecu
tion of a lawful business or lawful occupations. 

Can Congress prevent such introduction of such products for 
such purpose by the citizens themselrns? Can it, under the pre
tense of regulating interstate commerce, deprive citizens of any 
State of articles of necessity produced in another State and pur-

0 

chased and sought to be taken to the home of the consumer for his 
personal use on the ground that the articles were produced by a 
monopoly in manufacture? 

Has the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution so lim
ited the constitutional rights of the citizens? In the Addyston 
pipe case the court did hold that the interstate-commerce clause 
does somewhat limit the provision regarding the liberty of the 
citizen; but I think this is true only so far as necessary to prevent 
interference with commerce. It would seem that such denial of 
transportation of such articles may be an unconstitutional inter
ference with manufacture in a State, with sales, and with the 
rights eif citizens. Such action by Congress does not "regulate" 
commerce, but prohibits it. 

The exercise of such a power does not make commerce free or 
regulate it, but prohibits it. Does the power to'' regulate" carry 
the greater power to prohibit transportation on the ground that 
the article so earned or sought to be carried, while pure and a nee~ 
essary of life, was manufactured or produced by a monopoly? 

Can it be claimed that such power exists as incidental to the 
right to regulate commerce? Can it be justified as a national po
lice power? The aim or purpose of such a law is to prevent man
ufacture by a monopoly and the evils flowing therefrom. These 
questions demand most serious consideration. They point directly 
to the necessify for power in Congress to directly regulate and re
press monopoly in manufacture and production. 

But, on the other hand, to come within the police power of a 
State or of the United States, the act need not relate to the pub· 
lie health, the public morals, or the public safety. (Barbier vs. 
Connolly, 113 U. S., 27; Mugler vs . .Kansas, 123 U.S., 623-663; 
Scott 'l:S, Donald, 165 U.S., 91; Foster 'l:S, Kansas, 112 U.S., 201-
206.) . 

In license cases (5 How., page 628), Mr. Justice Woodbury said 
the power related to that affecting the "public prosperity." 

In Barbier vs. Connolly (113 U.S., 31) the court said: 
But neither the amendment-broad and comprehensive as it is- nor any 

other amendment was designed to interfere with tho yower of the State, 
sometimes termed its police power, to prescribe r egulations to promote the 
health, peace, morals, education, and good order of t he peoJ?le, and to legis· 
late so as to increase the industries of the State, develop its resources, and 
add to its wealth and prosperity, 

Then, may not the Congress of the United States, in regulating 
commerce and as incident thereto, so legislate as to "increase the 
industries of the State tthe UnitedStates), develop its resources, 
and add to its wealth and prosperity." Clea1·ly when it denounces 
or restricts monopoly, so detrimental to all industries and to all 
the people, it strikes at that which is detrimental to the prosperity 
of the people and the growth of the nation. Fair and open com
petition is necessary to the welfare, growth, and prosperity of any 
people, and monopoly in manufacture and production must be de
stroyed if we would :ll!.crease our industries and develop our re
sources. 

This power to monopolize manufacture and production or the 
salP- of articles of commerce is of the highest interest to the Gen
eral Government it.self. 

In times of war sudden emergencies arise, and if any corpora
tion or ccmbination is permitted to so monopolize manufacture 
or production or control prices, the Government itself may be 
compelled to submit to unjust exactions and great inconvenience 
when purchasing supplies for its armies. I t may find the supply
ing power of the existing plants so limited or restricted that it is 
impossible to meet the wants of the Government and also of the 
people, and so prices go to an exorbitant figure, and possibly the 
people may be deprived of the necessaries of life. 

Every consideration of public policy demands that Congress 
have power t~ regulate , repress, and dissolve all such combina
tions and monopolies and leave competition open and free. If it 
would be improper and. unwise to create monopolies by law, it is 
unwise to permit their existence and most unwise to lea.ve the 
General Government without power to regulate and repress them. 

N.A.TION.A.L POWER NECESSARY. 

Congress being powerless and the States impotent, where shall 
we turn? There is bnt one answer, and that is: Let the people of 
the nation through their respective State legislatures confer upon 
Congress-representing all the people of all the States, all the in
terests of this grand and mighty Republic-plenary power to define, 
regulate, prohibit, or dissolve nll industrial trusts, monopolies, or 
combinations, whether existing in the form of corporations or 
otherwise. Let each State retain all the powers it now possesses 
and aid or add to Congressional legislation in any way and to any 
extent not in conflict with national action. The monopolies and 
combines mentioned injuriously affect all the people of all the 
States, the industrial enterprise and prosperity of nearly every 
section of eve1·y State, and therefore constitute a national evil. 
It is a matter of national and not of local or State concern alone, 
and therefore should be and must be dealt with by national power 
if dealt with effectively. This is the policy and genius of the 
Government of this Union, 
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In Gibbons vs. Ogden (9 Wheaton, 1) the Supreme Court of the 

United States said: 
The genius and character of the whole Government seems to be that its 

action is to be applied to all the external concerns of the nation and to those 
intertial concerns which affect the States generally. 

ln the Knight case, at page 25, Mr. Justice Harlan remarks: 
But a general restraint of trade has often resulted from combinations 

formed for the purpose of controlling prices by destroying the opportunity 
of buyers and sellers to deal with each other upon the basis of fair, open, free 
competition. Combinations of this character have frequently been the sub
ject of judicial scrutiny, and have always been condemned as illegal because 
of their necessary tendency to restrain trade. Such combinations are against 
common rightand are crimes against the public. To some of the cases of that 

· character it will be well to refer. 
And at page 24 says: 
If it be true that a combination of corporations or individuals may, so far 

as the power of Congress is concerned, subject interstate trade, in any of its 
stages, to unlawful restraints, the conclusion is inevitable that the Constitu
tion has failed to accomplish one primary object of the Union, which was to 
place commerce among the States under the control of the common govern
ment of all the people, and thereby relieve or protect it against burdens or 
restrictions imposed, by whatever authority, for the benefit of particular 
localities or special interests. 

And again he says: 
In my judgment the General Government is not placed by the Constitution 

in such a condition of helplessness that it must fold its arms and remain in
active while capital combines, under the name of a corporation, to destroy 
competition, not in one State only, but throughout the entire country, in the 
buying and selling of articles-especially the necessaries of life-that go into 
commerce among the States. The doctrine of the autonomy of the States 
can not properly be invoked to justify a denial of power in the National Gov
ernment to meet such an emergen~y, involving, as it does, that freedom of 
commercial intercourse ::imong the States which the Constitution sou_ght to 
attain. 

And again, at pages 44 and 45: 

in vain have sought a solution. Laws conflict, courts are divided, 
powers asserted and denied, but it all comes to this: That the 
highest tribunal in the land bas at last held that national power 
to deal with the condition named has not been conferred, and 
therefore, while engaged in attempts to reach the evil 1ndirectly 
and by experimental legislation, the . conflict between the State 
and the Federal power goes on and the people suffer. 

It is asserted by a learned writer that in this division of power 
nothing can have been lost, and that, therefore, concerted action 
between the Congress and the 45 States would remedy all evils. 
As I have already stated, it is hopeless to expect such action. I 
can not assent to the theory that all power resides in the legisla
tures of the States and in Congress, and that concerted action 
would exercise and exhaust all power over the subject. With 
us, and under our system of government, sovereignty, and there
fore all governmental power, resides in the people. The people 
of the State have vested certain powers in its legislature. The 
people of the United States have vested certain powers in Con
gress. There are powers not vested in either legislative body, 
and therefore not capable of being exercised by either or by both 
when acting in concert. 

True, no power is lost, but so long as it remains in or with the · 
people themselves it is not susceptible of being utilized, and can 
not be made available by either body when engaged in making 
laws. This fact was recognized by the framers of the Constitu
tion and by the people who in adopting the amendments said: 

ART. IX. The enumeration in the Constitution, of certain rights, shall not 
be construed to deny or disparage others retained by the people. 

ART. X. The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitu
tion} nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved tv the States respec
tive y, or to the people. 

Then in the constitutional method let the people have the oppor
tunity to say whether or not Congress, representing all the people 
of all the States, shall be clothed with power to control monopolies 
and combinations; whether or not this conflict of authority shall 
cease; whether 9r not powers now unused, inert in the people, shall 
be utilized, brought into activity for the general good of all. 

We have- before us the case of a combination which absolutely controls, or 
may at its discretion control, the price .of all refined sugar in this country. 
Suppose another combination, organized for private gain and to control 
prices, should obtain possession of all thelargefl.ourmillsm the United States; 
another, of all the grain elevators; another, of all the oil territory; another, 
of all the salt-producing regions; another, of all the cotton mills; and an
other, of all the great establishments for slaughtering animals and the prep
aration of meats. What power is competent to protect the people of the 
United States against such dangers except a national power-one that is cap-
able of exerting its sovereign authority throughout every part of the terri- THE ST.ATE AND CONGRESS ACTING TOGETHER POWERLESS. 

tory and over all the people of the nation? No State can exclude from its territory a corporation or associa-
Mr. Speaker, let us inquire what power except national power tion of individuals when engaged in interstate commerce and also 

is competent to meet and suppress these illegal combinations and in manufacture and production in another State. (Pensacola 
conspiraciesrepresenting and backed by millions of capital, which Telegraph Company vs. Western Union Telegraph Company, 96 
combine and conspire to destroy competition in production, fix U.S., 1; Crutcher vs. Kentucky, 141 U.S., 47.) Nor can a State 
prices, control the cost to the consumer throughout the Union, regnlate or control such a corporation or association by regulat
control labor, and so sap the industrial life of the people of all the ing or taxing its interstate trade or interstate business. (Brown 
States. vs. Marylancl, 12 Wheaton, 419; State freight-tax case, 15 Wall., 

Congress oughtnottointerferewith matters of local concern in 232; Gloucester Ferry Company vs. Pennsylvania, 114 U.S., 196.) 
the States. With these the State is able t.o cope successfully. These cases dispose of the taxing theory of our Democratic friends. 

nrvrnED POWERS. Such tax can not be imposed by a State, even on a corporation 
In creating our General Government the framers of the Consti- 1 created by its own laws. (Philadelphia, etc., vs. Pennsylvania, 

tution sought to maintain the right and power of each State to 122 U.S., 326.) 
control matters of purely State concern, and to confer upon the The United States Government, by Congressional action or other
General Government plenary power over matters of national con- wise, can not exclude such a corporat'.on or association from a 
cern, those affecting all the people of all the States similarly. State, or prevent its doing business therein, or limit or control its 
But in this division of power it was impossible to provide for con- action in manufacture or production. (See Knight case; Addy
ditions unforeseen, or which, if foreseen, were seen so dimly that .stone Pipe case.) Then when a corporation or an association of 
they were not appreciated or understood and therefore not effi- individuals is a monopoly, howcan it be dcaitwith when engaged 
ciently provided for. . both in production and interstate commerce? As I have already 

Who foresaw the 13 infant States, with 4,000,000peoplescattered demonstrated, while by the concerted action of the United States 
along the Atlantic seaboard, increased to 45 powerful States, ex- and of the State the transportation into it of the product of a 
t ending from ocean to ocean, with 70,000,000 people? Who fore.. monopoly for sale may be prohibited (although this is very ques
saw the continent spanned with railroads carrying passengers tionable when applied to articles of necessity and general use), 
and articles of commerce from State to State at a speed of 60 the interstate transportation for use can not be. Therefore all 
miles p er hour? Who foresaw our telegraph and telephone lines Congressional action to crush a monopoly by prohibiting inter
which for purposes of communication almost annihilate time and state transportation of its product, even aided by the State, fails. 
space? Who among the most visionary pictured.in mind'seyethe Such laws will annoy the monopolies themselves and incon
great cities and thriving towns and busy workshops and factories venience those people of the State who are able to submit to the 
scattered over thtl vast area then a wilderness? exactions by reason of the enhanced price, and may prevent others 

Who foresaw that complex machinery in the hands of one or who can not give orders outside their State from obtaining the 
two persons and operated by harnessed steam and chained elec- product at all, and thus decrease sales; but here the usefulness 
tricity and turning out the ::&nished product ready for use would of .such a law, if it be useful, ends. A most able and learned pro
do the work of an hundred pairs of human hands? Who foresaw fessor in the law has thus stated this matter: 
that a few or perhaps one or two great manufacturing or pro- If one Sta.ta offers a refuge to the manufacturing corporations, the other 
ducing industries of an article of general use, located in one State, States are powerless. Forty-four States may pass uniform laws to control 
might supply all the people of all the siates? Who foresaw that such combinations; the forty-fifth may render this combined action in large part nugatory by chartering and protecting the very combination which it 
conditions would arise where aggregated capital might control is the obje'Ai; of the forty-four to suppress. In such case it would require a 
the production and price of articles of daily use and consumption harmony o:t' action among the States to prevent a monopolistic mannfactur
necessary to the existence and prosperity of all the people of all ing combination and cooperative action on the pa.rt of the United States to 
the States? It "'as seen that 1·nterstate commerc·e 80 affected and prevent a monopolistic trading combination. In other words, 46 distinct ju.. risdictions must work in concert in order to protect all the people of the 
would so affect all the people of the nation that Federal power United States from combinations, formed to control the price of raw.material 
was necessarv. Provision was made for the existing conditions, and the output and price of the finished products. 
and happily it was made a continuing power for all time. Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman allow me to cite a deci-

The States were left to deal with manufacture and production. sion of the Supreme Court in the line of the remarks he is now 
In this division of power it was not foreseerrthat conditions would making? In the case of the Norfolk and W.estern Railroad vs. 
arise, as they ba ve. where competition would be stifled, commerce The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, reported in volume 136 of the 
indirectly but seriou l.v interfer ed with. and the general welfare Reports of Decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and prosperity seriomlr affected. Congress and the legislatures that court (Mr. Justice Lamar, a very good Democrat; delivering 
o1 a majority of tbe States ha·ve struggled· with the problem and the opinion) held that the S~ate of Pennsylvania could not exclude 
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nor regulate nor tax nor impose a llcense fee upon a Virginia cor
poration coming into Pennsylvania for purposes incident to the 
transaction of interstate commerce, thus supporting your conten
tion and going even fmther than the case you have cited. 

Another case to the same effect is that of the Western Union 
Tele!rraph Company vs. The State of Penni:;ylvania (128 U.S. 39), 
decided by Chief Justice ~~Her-his first opinion filed in .th~t 
court-sustaining the pos1tion you have taken that the mdi
vidual States have no authority whatever in respect to the inter
state commeroo which a corporation of ·one State may transact 
in another. That a State can not exclude or regulate or even tax 
such commerce, even though conducted by a foreign corporation. 

Mr. RAY of New York. There is no dispute, no question 
about that in the minds of well-informed people who have read 
the decisions on this subject. I was absolutely astonished when 
the gentleman from Tennessee came in here and claimed credit 
for the sugar trust, and also claimed that .the ~unreme Cour~ had 
not decided as I stated. Of course I forgive hrm, because his er
rors are due to his zeal. 

Now, I must hasten on to a conclusion. There is not any ques
tion as to the necessity for this amendment, as the Supreme Court 
has decided that Congress is powerless, that the individual St.ates 
are powerless, and that Congress and the States acting together 
are powerless. The people must be permitted to speak and that 
is the proposition of this Republican Congress. fLoud applause.] 

SHALL WE NOT TRUST THE PEOPLE? 

Those who oppose this joint resolution or who vote against it 
are opposing th.e people and their interests,. It does not.prop<>se a 
law on the subJect of trusts and monopohes and conspiracies or
ganized and carrying on business, or that may be organize~, but 
if adopted simply permits the people to speak through their re
spective State legislatures and determine whether -or _not Con
gress, their immeaiate representatives, shall be clothed with power 
(1) to say what constitutes a trust, a monopoly, or a combination; 
(2) to regulate the organization and conduct and b~siness methods 
of those permitted to exist; (3) to dissolve them when the inter
ests of the people, the good of the State demands such action; and 
( 4) absolutely prohibit the organization or existen.ce of such as 
are clearly detrimental to the prosperity and welfare of a free 
people or the growth and development of the Republic. 

The adoption of this joint resolution simply gives the people a 
chance to be heard on the subject. It is a measure of liberty. In 
passing upon it we determine whether or not we are for or against 
the people; whether or not they shall be heard; allowed to ex
press themselves. In my judgment, those who oppose this joint 
resolution will hear from the people at the ballot box next No
vember. The people .of this com;itry can be safely trust.a~. All 
in telllaen t judgment is not vested m Congress. The broad-mmded, 
intelle~tual, reading masses ~ave their eyes u~on us an~ demand 
action not theory, or planks m platforms or high-soundmgdecla
matio~. Gi\e them a chance at these illegal monopolies and con
spiracies and they will ;first give Congress :QOWer to act and then 
elect a Congress that will act, and act effectively. 

DEMOCRATIC A.PPREHEN'"SION. 

The ''views of the minority" approach the subject with fear. 
and ti·embling lest Congressmen themselyes ~e corru_Pted, terror
ized weakened, and destroyed by the mfimte deVJces and nn
bon~ded resources of the trusts. In opposing this proposed 
amendment, the minority says: 

The proposed amendment would take power from the States and lodge it 
in Congress. * * * 
~erience has shown conclusively that the devices o~ the tz:usts a.re. al

mo t mfinite. its resources unbounded, and the talent at its service the high
est that money can buy. 8ome of this talent is em~loyed in sleepless effort 
t-0 circumvent the lawmakers, and to corrupt, terrorize, weaken, and destroy 
all who ha11pen in the way of trust schemes. The trust has becom~ a great 
factor in politics, and how many ho?est voters ~e overh?rne by it no one 
could state with accm·acy, but certainly the total lS appalling. . 

Men and parties put into power and kept there by trust money and trickery 
may not unnatnrallycontinue to prove subservient to the trust and neglect
ful of popular rights. 

Is there greater danger that the monopoly will corrupt and con
trol Congress than that it will corrupt and control the legislature 
of a State? Is the opposition to this amendment the result of a 
meeting with some of the infinite devices an~ ".resources un
bounded" and high talent of the trust? The maJority of the com
mittee was not, and the majority side of this House will not be 
deterred from doing its duty to the people because "fa~nt is em
ployed in sleepless effort to circumvent the lawmak~rs and to 
corrupt, terrorize, weaken,a~d ?-e~troyall who happen m ~heway 
of trust schemes," which so mtinndate the opponents of this meas
ure. The Republican party is not afraid, never has been, and 
never will be afraid to do right, deal justly with and trust the 
people. [Applause.] 

If it has met with success, it has been because, consulting the 
popular will, it hasobeyed itS behest. And by" popular will" I do 
not mean popular clamor-that hue and cry that ac~ompanies 
temporary excitement begotten by demagogues and agitators. I 

refer to that second, sober thought of an intelligent people which 
settles itself into a steadfast conviction of what is right and just. 

THE .AMENDMENT NOil- .ALL WE PROPOSE. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not the purpose to leave the people in their 
present condition with a proposed constitutional amendment as 
the only suggested remedy for existing and growing evils. Such 
is the impression conveyed by the "views of the minority" sub
mitted on this joint resolution. 

Such, I think, was the impression intended to be conveyed whcm 
these words were written therein, "the constitutional amend
ment recommended by the committee is but a feeble response to 
what the committee regard as a loud and imperative call," and 
when the subject was finally left by the minority without refer
enca to the broad and comprehensive bill reported by the com
mittee, opposed by the Democratic minority, which reaches to 
the very confines of constitutional power and is generally regarded 
as a most sweeping and drastic measure. In framing and report
ing that bill, and with itthisproposedamendment, the Committee 
on the Judiciary considered the subject in every possible and sug
gested aspect and from every standpoint. 

The scheme of Federal taxation; of the substitution of Federal 
for State corporations and associations for carrying on interstate 
commerce and the prohibition of such privileges to State organi
zations by means of excessive taxation; the harmony scheme; the 
branding scheme; the publicity theory, that is, a system of re
ports: and the experimental scheme of exclusive State control 
over both manufacture and interstate commerce, of which its 
author says-

While it might create some confusion a.nd inconvenience and even hard
ships, it would eventually furnish a basis for a comparative study of the dif
fering experiments. 

Of this I say that this is a progressive nation, and we will not go 
back an hundred years and start out on a new theory (abandoning 
all that has been settled and gained by way of legislation and 
judicial interpretation) for the mere purpose of finding" a basis 
for a comparative study of the differing experiments." Give Con
gress plenary power to control and repress monopoly and there 
will be enough experimental legislation and enough judicial 
interpretation before exact justice is done. 

PROPOSED GOVERNMENT MONOPOLY. 

It has been suggested that the General Government should own 
all railroads and all telegraph and telephone lines so as to prevent 
excessive charges for the transportation of merchandise or per
sons, or the transmission of messages, and also have absolute con
trnl of all interstate transportation. Shall the Government of 
the United States thus itself monopolize such or any business 
enterprises and prevent competition by individuals? Shall we 
undertake to meet monopoly in manufacture and production by 
incorporating all transportation corporations and giving them 
exclusive control of interstate commerce in all articles of com
merce, or by incorporating ·manufacturing corporations which • 
engage in interstate commerce also? 

The answer to this last proposition is that as manufacture and 
production are no part of interstate commerce the probability is 
that there is no constitutional power in Congress to create cor
porations for such purposes. Congress can incorporate railroad 
and transportation companies for the purpose of cari-ying on in
terstate commerce, and can incorporate telegraph and telephone 
companies for the purpose of transacting all interstate business 
by telegraph or telephone, and by imposing a heavy tax upon State 
corporations for doing a like business can drive them out of inter
state commerce and confine their operations to the State in which 
organized. 

It has been the proudest boast of the American people that un
der our form of Government every man is free to engage in any 
lawful and legitimate business enterprise, and by the use of his 
capital and the exercise of his talents earn an honest livelihood in 
the prosecution of such business. It seems to• me that we not 
only degrade our peop!e but rnflect u-pon the efficiency of our 
form of government when we propose the establishment of a 
government monopoly in any business for the purpose of prevent
ing individual or corporate monopoly. The remedy is to prevent all 
monopoly, either in individual, corporate, or governmental hands, 
by conferring on Congress the power to absolutely control and 
repress monopoly. This can be done by the adoption of the Con
stitutional amendment proposed and the enactment of proper laws 
pursuant thereto. If this is done legitimate individual enterprise 
and the legitimate operation of combined capital will not be in
terfered with. At the same time the people will be amply pro
tected against unjust exactions and fair competition in every in
dustrial enterprise maintained. The remedy proposed is simple, 
easily under.stood, and most efficient. The only answer that can 
be made is that "State rights" are interfered with, 

• ST.ATE RIGHTS. 

The several State governments undeniably have the right to 
possess and may justly exercise all the powers and privileges not 
granted or surrendered to and vested in the Federal Government, 
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granted to and vested in them respectively by the people of the. 
States respectively. Bnt this is a nation, possessing all the powers 
of a nation, and shonld possess and exercise every power necessary 
for the establishment and enforcement of "justice~' among all 
the neople, the promotion of •'the general welfare," and the secur
ing and exercise of the" blessings of liberty." To accomplish 
these pnrposes, among others, the Constitution of the United 
States was framed and adopted by the people. 

Just how these ends may be attained with a divided power that 
permits and is not competent to prevent the formation and opera
tion of combinations, representing millions of capital, which pre
vent competition in manufacture and production, many of the 
ordinary occupations of life,. drive enterprising and intelligent 
individnals out of business, and concentrate it and wealth and the 
ownership of property in a ·few hands, and thus enable the few to 
absolutely determine the price the many must pay for the neces
saries of life, and so wring tribute from the toiling masses, is not 
perceived by me and can not be discovered by anyone. A cen
tury of industrial life has passed. During that time the effort has 
been constant to draw the line between the powers of the States 
respectively and the powers of the Federal Government. 

The courts have ordinarily settled these disputes. But there 
came a time when courts were ignored and a. resort was had to 
the power of the sword, which cut the Gordian knot and liberated 
3,000,000 slaves. That constitutional question was thus settled 
without an amendment to the Constitution in the first instance. 
But the verdict of the people, recorded in blood, was then written 
in the fundamental law. We are now confronted with an indus
trial problem the solution of which is easy and may be speedy 
and peaceful. By the adoption of this proposed amendment no 
State will lose anything, but every State will gain much-absolute 
freedom from industrial monopoly. When States are powerless 
to protect themselves or their people against an existing evil of 
giant proportions and the General Government is also powerless, 
and all that is required is to awaken a sleeping power abiding in 
neither, bnt which is dormant with the people, it seems tome the 
very extreme of folly to deny for a moment an appeal to the peo
ple to surrender to their Representatives and Senators in Congress 
plenary power to release them from the chains of industrial mo
nopoly, 

THE PROTECTIVE TARIFF. 

The stock in trade of the Democratic party is opposition to the 
protective tariff of Blaine, McKinley, and Nelson Dingley, those 
champions of the people.and of Republicanism. Not a calamity 
that can befall mankind; not a disease that flesh is heir to bnt is 
attributed to protection. Even war, pestilence, famine, and ex
pansion are evils having their origin and propagation in protec
tion, if Democracy is to be reliednpon. The committee examined 
this contention carefully and in a nonpartisan spirit. It has no 
merit. Protective tariffs have little, if anything, to do with 
monopoly. Monopolies and combinations to control production, 
trade! and prices grew to alarming proportions and were the sub
ject of denunciation and governmental decrees in free-trade 
countries hundreds of years before protective tariffs were sug
gested or devised. 
· Free trade would be an incentive to monopoly and illegal com
bination. Our protective system has not only stimulated and pro
tected competition, but it has protected the people against foreign 
monopoly. Should it be claimed that but for the existence of 
wealth there would be no capital to combine and therefore no mo
nopoly; that protection bas enabled our citizens · to thrive and 
prosper, do business, keep money at home and bringitfromabroad, 
and so by aggregating capital engage in great enterprises and 
form and capitalize great corporations necessary to the growth of 
the nation, some of which sometimes overstep the bounds of legiti
mate business and seek to stifle competition and control prices and 
production, we may be compelled to plead guilty. 

If the true remedy for the evils of monopoly and "combines" 
is to destroy capital, tear down manufactories, deprive labor of 
employment, cripple the market for agricultural products, and 
impoverish the American people, then let us open wide the door 
for free trade_and the product of foreign labor. Let the factories 
and workshops in the United St.ates close their doors. Let the 
tide of exportation of American goods cease to flow andlet each 
incoming wave b:ring to · our shores the ships of Europe richly 
laden with the finished prodnct of her labor. Let us return to 
the days of 1895 and 1896 when, under the operations of Democ
racy, in three years' time the deposits ill-llational banks declined 
81,000,000. In April last we exported $43,459,765 more than we 
imported, showing that balance in om· favor, that addition to onr 
wealth. Free trade, even a Wilson bill, would. end all this pros-
perity. · . . 

Mr. Speaker, by abandon.fag protection and reducing all people 
to penury, closing all oiirindustrial enterprises, we might poas.ibly 
escape the exactions of some of the monopolies~reatedand doing 
business in the United St.ates, but not to our advantage. The 
great corporations would tl\_en crowd out the lesser ones having 
1mall capital, and -combmmg togetlier, and also With foreign 

monopolies, would absolutely crush industrial enterprise in the 
United States, and our people would be at the mercy of uncon
trolled and uncontrollable foreign corporations and combinations. 
The old remedy of controlling crime was to drown the world, and 
so the deluge came. Only one pair of each species of living crea
tures was permitted to survive. 

The opponents of this joint resolution seem to think that the 
only true remedy for the evils resulting from the existence of in· 
du.stria! trusts, combinations, and monopolies is to destroy the 
agencies out of which they may be created. Destroy wealth, 
therefore, and stifle all industrial enterprise, and monopoly will 
be impossible! Destroy all mankind, the guilty and innocent alike, 
and crime will cease to exist! This is the argument. 

Mr. Speaker, we are not.suffering because the manufacturers of 
Europe ai·e not permitted to compete with our industrial enter
prises and seize onr markets if possible, but for the reason that 
competition among our own people is prevented. By this pro
posed amendment we purpose to remedy evils that would be un
restrainable by any possible legislation if tariff duties should be 
removed from imported material entering into the products of 
these combines or trusts. 

The proposed remedy would only aggravate the disease. It is 
not suggested by any. save those who are opposed to the protective 
policy of the Republican party. When we observe the present 
prosperity of our people, study the history of legislation, reason 
from cause to effect, and contemplate the magnificent growth of 
the nation in education, religion, enterprise, and material wealth, 
we are more than content with the operation of protective-tariff 
Jaws. We make no concession to the free traders or "calamity 
howlers." The happiness and contentment of the American home 
is too sacred, the growing strength of the Republic too dear to 
every heart, to permit the thought of an abandonment of a syst;em 
that has made this the most intelligent, the most wealthy, and, 
above all, the freest nation of the earth. 

THE RIGHT AND MODE OF A..MEND~IENT. 

Articles IX and X of the amendments to the Constitution, here
tofore dopted, declare: 

Thee :umeration in the Constitution, of certain rights, shall not be con· 
strued to deny or disparage others retained by the people. 

The powers not delegated to the United States by the Constitution, nor 
prohibited by it to the States, are reserved to the States respectively, or to 
the people. 

Article V of the Constitution declares: 
The Congress, whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem it necessary, 

shallproposeamendmentstothisConstitution, * • * which * * * shall 
be valid to all intents and -purposes, as part of this Constitution, when ratified 
by the legislatures of three-fourths of the several States, or by conventions 
in three-fourths thereof, as the one or the other mode of ratification may be 
proposed by the Congress. 

The method is simple and easily understood and inexpensive. 
The ''loud and imperative call" made by the people, and which 
ought to be regarded and heeded as a demand upon Congress, has 
been heard, and a Republican House responds by presenting a 
bill exhausting Congressional power. Knowing that to be inad
equate to correct existing and growing evils, it also requests our 
Democratic brethren to unite with us in granting permission to 
the people of the St.ates to confer full power in the premises. Our 
action will not bind a single individual or legislative body in any 
State. If the people see fit to deny to the National Congress this 
power, well and good; but ·1 regard it unwise, unjust, and un
patriotic to deny to the States the opportunity to express them· 
selves. · 

WILL COMBINED CAPITAL OBJECT? 

Aggregated capital, if honest in its .purposest will approve, not 
oppose, the submission of this question to the States, to the peo
ple. The amendment is designed, if adopted, to permit the 
enactment of laws restraining wrong. Is it not wise to let the 
people express themselves on a governmental question of such 
vast importance? Aggregated capital asks and receives the pro
tection of the laws of a. just and an.intelligent people. Doubtless 
it desires-certainly it needs-the confidence and respect of the 
people. This it will have if willing to submit to reasonable re-
straints imposed by just and equitable laws. · 

Combined capital extends its operations into many States, fre
quently into all. Will it not find greater safety and less vexation 
when submitting to the power and under the protection of uniform 
national laws than when operating under and seeking to comply 
with the diverse and conflicting laws of forty-five States? Those 
corporations and associations engaged in interstate transportation 
are now subject to the control of uniform Federal laws. Is there 
any good reason why the great manufacturing and producing 
corporations and associations whose products are carried to every 
State, enter into the commerce of every State, and supply the 
necessities of the people of every State, should not be controlled 
by uniform Federal laws? 

Many of the great corporations and associations whose opera
tio~ are legitimate and lawful meet with denunciation for the 
reason that .a. corporation conducted in an illigitimate manner and 
for wrongfnl and oppressive purposes exists and carries on busi
ness in spite of State and Federal power combined. 'l'his fact is 
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seized upon and used as the basis for denouncing every corpora
tion and association. All suffer and are brought into ill repute 
because of the existence and questionable character 'of the one. 
When this amendment is adopted and appropriate laws are en
acted and enforced by virtue thereof the black sheep may be taken 
from the fold and popular confidence restored. Let this resolu
tion pass and be adopted by the States and corporate rights will 
be respected and guarded by juries and the prejudice will disap
pear. One good effect of the Sherman law against combination 
and conspiracy in restr~int of trad~ and comme~ce bas bee_n the 
removal of prejudice agamst corporat10ns engaged m that busmes~. 

THE EXTENT OF POWER NECESSARY. 

It has been suggested, and even urged, by. some of our Repub
lican colleagues, that all corporations, associations, and partner
ships ouO'ht to be chartered by and under the control of Congress. 
It is decWedlv true that the business of manufacture and produc
tion bas ""rOWn to such proportions and is controlled so largely 
by corpo~ations, combinations, and a~sociations, has. become so 
national in its character, scope, and purpose, that a smgle cor~o
ration or association may affect all the people of the Republic. 
Therefore Congress should have plenary power over all of them, 
for that which is national in its character and scope ought to be 
controlled by national power-uniform laws. As I have ~tated, 
this is the genius and character of our .Go".'ernm~nt. Said ~r. 
Justice Harlan, of the Supreme Court, m discussmg monopolies 
and combinations in the Knight case: 

What power is competent to protect the people of. the United States a:gai~st 
such dangers except a national power-one that is capable of exerting its 
sovereign authority throughout every part of the territory and over all the 
people of the nation? 

But it is not at all necessary or indeed proper that Congress 
have power over all corporatio~s. M~ny are formed a~d carr_y 
on business for purposes and with ob~ects purely local m t~ell' 
operation. It is not the purpose to raise the .c~·y of '' cen~rahza
tion." All that is desirable IB to reach cond1t10ns or evils that 
the States can not or will.not and that Congress is now powerless 
to control or repress. There is no desire or ~ispo~ition to inter
fere with legitimate industries and enterpnses m the several 
States or interfere with corporations chartered by a State, further 
than f~und absolutely necessary for the protection of the people 
of the United States. 

.ACTION BY INDIRECTION. 

It has been urged, and I suppose will be urged, that an me.gal 
and oppressive trust, combination, or conspiracy to monopolize, 
manufacture and control prices may be reached and repressed 
by indirect a~tion, by forbidding inte!state t~an~por_tation of its 
products, denying it the use of the ~~ils, !orbid~rng 1t the o~er
ship of more than one plant, confinmg its busmess to a smgle 
State, etc. I have already demonstrated that the right to carry 
property of any kind from one St~ te to another f~r u~e can not be 
denied by the State or by the nation, or both act.Ing m harmo~y. 

In the bill which we submit we deny interstate transportation 
to the products of ~egal ~usts. and mon_?polies except for use, 
and provide for their forfeiture if so earned. We also deny the 
use of the mails to such illegal concern. It must be remembered 
that section 9 of the bill is experimeptal legislation, as was the 
original Sherman law. The constitutionality of the proposed sec
tion 9 may be reasonably and seriously questioned. The go<;>ds 
are in themselves innocuous necessaries of life, and the question 
is whether eggs, beef, wheat, and other pure fo~ds, nec.essari~s of 
life articles of common use, coal, found only m certam sections 
of the country and in certain States, and necessary to the people 
of all the States, may be denied interstate transportation because 
the production thereof has fallen into the hands of bad or grasp
ing men, or soulless, monopolistic corporations. And if. so for
bidden for purposes of sale, the law will be evade~ ~nd its J?Ur
poses largely defeated by sending orders and receivmg cons1gn
ments for use. 

THE EFFECTIVE REYEDY. 

The only real effective remedy is to g:ive Congres~ the power t? 
control and, if necessary, repress and dissolve ~u~h illegal coml;>1-
nations and monopolies, in whatever form existmg. The ~ails 
can not be denied them until adjudged illegal, and this will be 
evaded in many ways. Postmasters can not be :made judge ~nd 
jm·y and executioner in such cases. And who is to determme, 
and when and how as to what letters may be sent and what 
stopped? 'Must the l~tters of every.citizen b~ opened and r.ead by 
prying and garrulous postmasters m searchmg and watchi!lg for 
communications supposed to be sent by a monopoly or an illegal 
combination? We may harass and annoy under our presen~ con-
stitutional power, but remedy the evils we can not. May it not 
be that sucli a power had better not be exercised at all? 

THE TRUE counsE. 

I assert that the Congress of the United States s~o~d ~ave ~he 
power to maintain an open field for honest compet1tio~ m a~ m
dustrial enterprise and occupation throughout the entire Umon; 

that in efforts to accomplish this we should not be compelled to 
act by indirection, or resort to methods of questionable eipe
diency or to legislation of doubtful constitutionality. I assert 
that when corporations or associations of individuals so conduct 
their business as to become a menace to the welfare of the people 
generally throughout this Republic, or in the territory belonging 
thereto, the Congress of the United States, representing that 
people and answerable to them, should possess the constitutional 
power to control, repress, and dissolve the illegal and dangerous 
organization. f Applause.] 

Upon this platform I am willing to stand. Upon ~his platform 
the Republican party can safely stand and confidently go to the 
people for a renewal of power. Our broad domain as a whole sees 
not the rising or the setting sun. Some part of it is always in the 
sunlight. Behold its magnificent people, grand in their industry 
and patriotism, noble in their purpose and ambition! Let us an
swer "the loud and imperative call" for action on our part that 
we have done all we can, and that with the concurrence and ap
proval of the people we will in the year that marks the beginning 
of the twentieth century give them complete freedom from the 
chains of industrial monopoly. The Republican party has ever 
been, ever will be, the party of progress, expanding ideas, and 
com·ageous action. Honest capital and the honest masses of the 
people are with us, and if we do our duty by that people we shall 
add new stars to the already brilliant constellation of Repll blican 
successes and Republican achievements. [Loud and continued 
applause.] 

LEA VE TO PRINT. 

Mr. TERRY obtained the floor. 
Mr. SHATTUC. Before the gentleman from Arkansas begins 

his remarks, will he yield to me a moment? 
Mr. TERRY. Certainly. · 
Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Speaker, on the 14th of May I made some 

observations on the floor of this House, and I had ten days' leave 
to extend those remarks. I was unexpectedly called home, so my 
time lapsed. I now ask that I may have ten days more to com
plete that beautiful speech. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman was ill, as I understand? 
Mr. SHATTUC. No, sir; I was not. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I so understood the gentleman. 
There being no objection, leave was granted. 
Mr. LENTZ. I ask unanimous consent that I have leave until 

Tuesday morning next to extend the rell}arks which I made last 
Monday. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted accordingly. 

TRUSTS. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, owing to the very limited time 
allowed under the rule- for discussion of the bill (10539), it be
comes necessary to take up the bill and joint resolution together, 
and as a great many members upon this side are asking for time, 
I prefer to put my remarks in as condensed a form as possible, and 
hope to be able to proceed rapidly without any unnecessary inter-
ruptions. . . . . 

I regret that in so grave an issue as that of sabmittmg a.n anti
trust amendment to the Constitution of the United States the Re
publican majority here has seen fit to prese.nt it in ~ form- and 
manner so objectionable as to preclude the idea that 1t can ever 
become a part of the fundamental law of .the land. \Y~en men 
sincerely desire to carry through any particular proposition they 
submit it in the least objectionable form. . 

They cast aside all unnecessary makeweights and cut it loose 
from all connection with other propositions whose entanglements 
might cause its defeat, ~nd if ~here pe any hope that ~y striking 
off a little here and addmg a little tnere they can obtam the sup
port necessary to secure its adoption, they are always careful to 
leave the proposition open to change or amendment for that pur
pose. 

The exact reverse of that has been the course and conduct of the 
Republican majority here in everything connected with the P1:'0-
posed ame?d~ent to the. Constitu.tion. In tfie '!ery outset of i~s 
consideration m the special committee to which it was referred, it 
seems to have been regarded as a partisan question, to be treated 
from the standpoint of a party exigency. 

Finally it was brought forth in substantially the form in which 
it now appears, and to prevent that form being changed i~ the 
sliahtest particular, it is put before the House under an iron
bo~d rule that shuts off any substitute or amendment whatever. 
Men who sincerely desire the final adoption of a constitutional 
amendment do not usually set about to secure it in that way. 

You Republicans know that this joint resolution can not obtain 
a two-thirds majority without the aid of Democratic votes. Why, 
then have you worded its very first section in such form as to 
fore~ every Democrat who votes for it t-0 thereby impliedly sub
scribe to your doctrine that the Constitution does not extend to 
Porto Rico, that the Constitution does not follow the flag? Grant 
even that you were correct in your cofltention on that point, why 
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should you lug that question into your proposed legislation against 
moo~~~ • 

Are yon afra.id that without section 1 you will not be able to 
reach some trust or monopoly in Porto Rico or in the far-off Phil
ippines? If, as we contend, the Constitution follows the flag, and 
your Article XVI became a part of the Constitution, it will go 
there too. If, on the other hand, you are correct, and the Consti
tution does not extend to Porto Rico, then the power of Congress 
is practically unlimited and it does not need any constitutional 
amendment to enable it to legislate against monopolies in any of 
that country. Why, then, have you handicapped your amend
ment with the weight of a matter in grave dispute between your 
party and ours? 

Then, if it is not necessary: either under your construction or 
under our construction, why do you put it in here? You have 
deliberately put it in a form to insure its defeat. You can not 
deceive the American people when you put your proposition in its 
most obnoxious form and then go and tell them that the Demo
~rats wei~e not willing to pass it in that form; that you advocated 
it, but that the Democrats would not consent to it. 

Do not imagine that you are going to fool anybody in that way. 
You can not do it. Putting it in its most objectionable form, 
does that look as thol1gh you are sincere in your expressed desire 
to secure the adoption of this amendment? In view of all the 
facts, the country will not believe that you are. 

Now, let us look at your section 2. It reads as follows: 
SEC. 2. Congress shall have power to define, regulate, prohibit, or dissolve 

trusts, monopolies, or combinations, whether existing in the form of a cor
poration or otherwise. 

'.fhe several States may continue to exercise such power in any manner 
not in conflict with the laws of the United States. 

You thereby propose to give to Congress an unlimited power 
to define what shall be considered a trust or monopoly, and you 
~hen say "the seve~al Stat~s m3!y continue to exercise such power 
111 any manner not 111 conflict with the laws of the United States." 
Is this n_ot tantamount to putting it in the power of Congress to 
pass such legislation as will oust the States of all their present 
powers of legislation against trusts, or what amounts to the same 
thing, to render void all their laws upon that subject? 

Suppose Congress should pass a law to the effect that the ele
ments a, b, c, and d should be necessary to constitute a trust and 
a State should pass a law that the two elements a and b should be 
sufficient to constitute a trust, would not such State law conflict 
with tbe law of Congress? The absolute power of definition, 
granted by a constitutional amendment, is a sovereign power and 
as broad as the charter of the winds. The States could not legis
late against anything as a trust which Congress by its definition 
had said was not a trust. / 

With that power Congress could so legislate as to destroy every 
statute in every State to-day against trusts, and one of the ablest 
members upon your Judiciary Committee admitted it and said 
that was what he wanted. Ah, you try to veil the claws of the 
tiger of centralization by which you expect to overthrow the last 
of the rights of sovereign States"to deal with matters of this kind 
affecting their people in the very highest degree! ' 

You have endeavored to veil your purpose, but it will.stand 
revealed before the American people, and you know it will and 
you know when it is revealed you can not hope to get such an 
amendment adopted, and you do not want it adopted. Some of 
you may, but the powers behind the throne that know where 
"the sinews of war" comefromdonotwant it, and they want 
it put in a form to insure its defeat. · 

Up to the present time the only legislation against trusts that 
has amounted to anything has been State legislation honestly en
forced. Texas has brought the Waters-Pierce Oil Company mo
nopoly to its knees. Missouri has brought the insurance trust to 
its knees, and under the laws of Ohio, had your party there but up
held thehands of Attorney-General Monett, the Standard Oil mo
nopoly would have been driven from the State. 

You know it, and yet you propose to legislate in such a way as· 
to strike down those powers that so far have been of benefit to the 
State. Can you expect three-fourths of the States to virtually 
surrender those powers so important to the welfare of their peo
ple? But some of you have argued that in my construction of 
this section I am in error. 

On that ~oint I only desire to say that if I am in error, I er~ in 
~ompany with many of the ablest lawyers both in the House and 
!TI the .se~ate, irresp~cti"."e of politics. If, however, you are right 
m claimmg that this will not interfere with the powers of the 
State, why not place the whole matter beyond dispute by striking 
out the second clause of your section 2 and adding in lieu thereof 
the following, which is the Democratic propotiition that we en-
deavored to submit this morning- · 

M.r. RICHARDSON. And that was ruled out. 
Mr. TERRY. Yes; that was rnled out: 
Nothing in this article nor any act of Congress in pursuance thereof shall 

operate to abridg:e or iJ?pair any of the rights or powers held by any of the 
several States prior to its adoption. 

That was the amendment that we sought to obtain the privilege 
of Yoting for. 

That would hav~ put the matter beyond cavil and -would leave 
to the Stat2s. the nndis~urbed-exercise of the powers they now pos· 
sess. Do this and strike out your unnecessa.rysection 1, ap.d I 
wi_ll v:ote for your resolution_and will insure you enough vetes on 
this side to carry the resolution through the House. 

But some say, "How can there beconcurrentjurisdiej;ionr' Easily 
enough. Of course the powers of the States as they nowexist can 
not extend to interstate powers. You would have a right under 
this constitutional amendment to legislate not only as to inter
state commerce, but you would have a right. under it to reach 
rnch things as the sugar trust in Pennsylvania, which the United 
States Supreme Court held they could not reach under the present 
law. I think, however, it was more defect of proof ~than a want 
of law in that particular case. 

Another familiar example of concurrent jurisdiction without any 
clash is this: That States prosecute men for passing counterfeit 
money of the United States, and the United States prosecute like
wise. Has there ever been any trouble -about that? Yet you say 
that Congress and the States can not both have power to legislate. 
When you come to examine the law, what becomes of that argu
ment? 

Now, if you want this amendment adopted) why object to put
ting it in such a way tbat there will be n"o doubt about what some 
?f you ~ay is the n!1-tural effect of it? Let this amendment be put 
111: Strike out section 1, to the effect that the Constitution does 
not ~o~low the ~;;t-g. ~trike out that_ odious part. Why encumber 
the JOmt resolution with that? Strike that out and recognize the 
powers of the States to do what they are now trying to do. 

Put these things into your proposition in that way, and I will 
vote for it, and I am sure yon will get enough Democratic votes 
not only to pass it through the House but to have it adopted by 
three-fom:ths of the States. Will you d-0 it? No. No; you do 
not want it adopted. You do not want to strike out-even the un
necessary section 1. You will not do anything of the kind. You 
have purposely fixed'your rule so that nothing of the kind could 
be done, and so that we can not get even a direct vote upon the 
question in any form whatever. 

You have deliberately ,put your proposition in a most obnoxious 
form. You have tied our hands by your rnle, so that we can not 
even offer two amendments, the adoption of which would not only 
enable you to get for your amendment a two-thirds majority here 
but aiso to get it ratified by three-fourths of all-the States. And 
yet you expect the people to believe you are in ~arnest in your 
pretended effort to get a constitutional amendment against the 
trusts. · , 

Yon think yon can go before -the country and throw dust in 
the eyes of the people by saying: "We tried to put through an 
amendment against trusts, but the Democrats would not let us." 
You misjudge the character and insult the intelligence of -the 
great body of the American people if you think they can be de
ceived by any such ''stage tricks" and "grand-stand play" as you 
are going through in this important matter. 

Even now the trust magnates who fill your campaign coffers 
are laughing at the high antics you are cutting up. (Applause 
on the Democratic side.] You frame constitutional amendments 
and put anti-trust planks in your platforms, but the trusts are not 
scared even a little-bit at any such ·performances. They know 
that.all you: nois~, is only stage thunder; that it is "only thun
der. ID the mdex, and that the after chapters will be entirely 
lovely aJ?-dserene. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Now, m reference to H. R. 10539, with amendments proposed 
by the comm~ttee, I submit t?at it is not s~fficient legislation • 
upon the subJect. I can not 111dorse the belief your committee 
have expressed, that section 9 of their measure "exhausts the 
c~:mstitutional power of_ C~ngress in controlling, by penal provi
s10ns, trusts or monopohes 111 the manufacture and sale of articles 
of commerce." 

Weak, indeed, must be the constitutional power that would be 
thus exhausted! A close inspection of this section 9 will show that 
it ~s weak in many particulars .. In th~ first place, it hinges every
thmg upon the" purpose" or IB.tent with which the corporation 
or association it refers-to was organized or formed. In this par
ticular it is extremelv weak. 

The dec;is~ons of ~he United States Supreme Court clearly indi
c~te that it IS the drrect effect of the operations of such a corpora
t10i:, and not the purpose for which it was formed, that must be 
ma1;IllY looked to. ln Addyston Pipe Companyiis, United States, 
decided December 4, 1899, the court said: . 

If the necessary direct and immediate effect of the contract be to violate 
a la'! of Co~gress an!'.1 also to restrain and regulate interstate commerce, it is 
~nifestly immaterial whether the design to so regulate was or was not in 
exIStence when the contract was entered into. -

Further on the court said: 
_Where the contract affects interstate commerce only incidentally and not 

~lr«llctly the fact .tJ:iat it was not designed or intended to affect such commerce 
IS simply an additional reason for holding the contract valid and not t:>uched 
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by the act of Congress. (See page 16 of No. 51, October term United States 
Supreme Court, December 4, 1899.) 

In orJer to strengthen section 9: I offor this ~mendment: Strike 
out all after the figure "9," in said section 9, and make it read as 
follows: 

SEC. 9. That every corporation, ~ociation, j?int sto~ co~pany '·or part
nership formed or made, or managm~ or carrymg o.n. its bus.mess, m whole 
or in part, for the purpose of controlling or monopohzu~g, 01· in such manner 
as to control or 11wnopolize, or tend to control or nwnopolize,"the manufacture, 
production or sale of any article of commerce or merchandise, intended fo1· 
interstate c~mmerce or commerce with foreign countries, or for the purpose of 
controlling or increasing or decreasing the cost or price of the sa'!Ile to t~e 
purcha!:er, user, or consumer the~0!>f, for the purpo~e of preve~~mg: or m 
sudt manner as to prevent, competition, or of preventing competition lD the 
manufacture, production, or sale thereof, is, for the purposes of.this act, 
hereby declared to be illegal ~md a monopoly,· a!td all such ~orpomtions, asso
ciations joint-stock companies, and partnerships, and their officers, agents, 
manage;·s, and attorneys are hereby .Jo1·bidden and prohibited fron~ shipping 
m· putting in transit. any such article of com~rce 01· 1ne'l'Chandi~ to any 
State Territory foreign countrrJ, or place, outside the State, Territory, or 
place 'in which it was manufactured 01· produced, and from, selling or offering 
to sell any such article or merchandise to be so shipped or put into any such 
transit, unless for the private 01· personal use of the consignee,· and for any 
violation of tliis provision shall be deemed guilty of an offense against the 
United States and on coni'iction shall be punished by a fine of not less than 
$500 no1· more' than $5,000, and by i1nprisonment not less than thi1·ty days nor 
more than six months. 

All such corpo1·ations, associations, joint-stock com.flanies, and par~n_erships 
asabo'L'e declarea illegalshal.l be, and hereby are, forbidden and prohib~ted the 
use of the United States mail in aid 01· furthern!'-ce of any such bUS'l.!'£88 or 
purposes and all laws now in force for the p1·eventwn of the fraudtilent use of 
the 11Ulil~, so far as the same may be applicable, shall apply in the execution of 
such prohibition. . 

.Any such corporation, association, joint stock company, or partnership 
may be proceeded against at .the suit of any _pe!son or person~, or corpora
tion or association. or by and m l?ehalf of th~ Umted Sta.tea, ana perpetna:lly 
enjoined and restrained from ~OII?g or carrymg on any ?-Dte.rstate or for~ign 
commerce whatever, either with the States or the Territories of the Uruted 
States or the District of Columbia, or any foreign country; and no article of 
commerce produced or manufactured or owned and dealt. in by any ~ch 
corporation association, joint stock company, or partnership so orgamzed, 
formed managed, or carrying on business shall be transported or carri~ 
without the State or Territory in which produced or manufactured, or m 
which same may be, or without the pis~r}ct of Columbi~ if produced, manu
factured, or found therein, by any mdividual, corporation, or common car· 
rier in any manner whatever. . . . . · . . . All such articles of commerce shipped m violation of the proVlSrons of this 
act shall be forfeited to the United States, and may be seized by any mar~hal 
or deputy marshal of the United States, or py any person duly authori~ed 
by law to make such seizur!3, and when so seized sh~ be con~emned by like 
proceedings as those provided by law for the forfeiture, seizure, and con· 
demnation of property imported into the United 8tates contrary to law. 

The language in italics indi~ates ~he important changes pro
posed in this amendment to said section~· 

As section 10, as proposed bythecomm1ttee, when properly con
strued imposes· no punishment exc~pt upon th~ common carriers, 
their officers, agents, etc., we pr~v1de f~r pumsh:nent of the. mo
nopoly, its officers, agents, etcv m secti?n 9,•which was omitted 
in that section as proposed by tne committee. 

I have offered to amend section 10, as follows: 
Strike out the words " corporation association, joint stock" in 

line 23 and the ·first word "company" in line 24, page 7, and the 
same words in line 2, on page 8. These words, placed as they are, 
in section 10, are misleading, and their proper place is in section 
9, as we propose. 

I have also offered as amendments to be added in after Eection 
10, on page 8, the following: 

First. A new section 11. 
Second. A new section 12. 
Third. A new section 13. 
Fourth. A new section 14, as follows, to wit: 
SEc. 1L That every contract, combi~e. device, ~ust, or combination in t}?.e · 

form of trust or otherwise, or eonspll'aCy, tending to create a monopoly m 
the manufacture, production, sale, exchange. transportation. or dealing in 
any article of commerce or me!chandise, ~ntering ~nto trade or COJ!llllerc!l 
among the States or with foreign countrfos or designed to creHte ~pedi. 
menta to or resulting in restrictions to, such trade or commerce or a.1as to 
commerce, or to limit or control the man~actui:e or p.roductio~ o! such arti
cles or merchandise, for the purpose of mcre~g or decre3Slllg, or oper!Jot
ing in such manner, or with such result, as to mcrease or decrease the price 
of such article or merchandise to the user or consumer, for the purpose of 
preventing competition in the manufacture, production, sale, exchange, 
transportation, or dealing in such articles or merchandfae, or to give power 
to charge unreasonable prices for merchandi"e or articles produced or man
ufactured to be bought, sold, exchanged,_ dealt. in, or _transported in such 
trade or commerce, or for the purpose of unposmg, or m such manner as to 
impose, unjust or onerous restrictions upon, _or impedimei;its to, the law~ul 
business of any person, company, or corporation engaged m the production 
or manufacture of such merchandise or articles, is hereby declared to be 
illegal and a monopoly within the meaning of this act, and every verson who 
sball make, or enter into, or engage in, any such cont!act, combm~, device, 
trust, or combination in the form of ti·ust or otberwrse, or conspiracy, or 
shall be a promoter thereof or officer or a.gent there~ shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine 
of not less than $500 and not exceeding $5,CXXJ and by imprisonment not less 
than six months and not exceeding one_year. 

SEO. 12. That whenever the President of the United States shall be satis· 
fied that the price of any commodity or article of J:!lerc~andise has bee~ en
hanced in consequence of any monopoly as defined m this act, he shall IBsne 
hts proclamation suspending the collection of all customs duties or imv?rt 
taxes on like articles of merchandise or commodities brought .from forelgll 
countries. Such suspensions shall continue as long as such enhancement 
in price of such commodity or m·ticle o! merchandise exists, and until re· 
voked by the proclamation of the President. 

SEC. 13. That wherever any State or Territory shall, in any Jaw against 
trusts, combines, combinations, or monopolies, provide that no foreign cor-

poration, association, joint-stock company, or partnership, or stockholder 
member, or officer belonging to or interes_ted in any such trust, combine, 
monopoly, or combination of any kind, shall be permitted to carry on or do 
any business, or have any office or place of business, in such l:itate, or shall 
make provision to regulate or suppress the business of any such corporation, 
association, or partnership, or prohibit the sale or offering for sale in such: 
Stat'3 of any article or merchandise produced by it, every such corporation, 
association, or partnership carrying on, or attempting to carry on, or do any 
bu.c;iness or have any office or place of business therein, and all its articles or 
merchandise carried thereto, shall be subject to the operation and effect of 
such law, to the same extent and in the same manner as though it had been 
incorporated, organized, or formed in such State and such articles or mer· 
chandise had be&n made and not brought therein; and no such law shall be 
reg1U·ded as in any way ti·enching upon the power of Congress to regulate 
commerce among the States or with foreign nations: Pmvided,however, That 
such articles or merchandise may be shipped and transported into any such 
State or Territory for the personal and private use of the consignee. 
·. SEC. 14. That every corporation, association, joint stock company 1 or part· 
nership in the United States, or any Territory thereof, or in the D1Strict of 
Columbia, whether organized or formed under and pursuant to the laws of 
the United States or of a Btate or of a Territory, owning or controlling any 
plant or business, or a majority of the stock in any plant or business, similar 
to its own, in any other State, Territory,or place outside of the one in which 
it was first chartered, organized, or formed. shall, before being permitteu to 
ship, consign, take, carry, or transport, or sell or deliver for shipment, to any 
other State or Ten·itory, or into or from the District of Columbia, or any 
foreign country, any article of commerce or merchandise of its own produc
tion or manufacture, or receive consignments or shipments of articles of 
commerce or merchandisei manufactured or produced in any other State or 
Territory, or in the Disti·1ct of Colmnbia, or any fQreign country, file in the 
office of the Secretary of State of the United States a certified copy of its 
articles of incorporation, association, or partnership, together with a duly 
verified statement showing the article or articles or merchandise manurac· 
tnred. produced, or dealt in by it or intended to be manufactured, produced.: 
or dealt in by it; a copy of its by-laws, rules, and regulations; the names anu 
places of residence of its officers and stockholders; the amount of its capital 
stock and the amount thereof actually issued; the amount thereof actually 
paid in in cash; the nature and value of the property owned by it, and also a. 
full statement of all its debts and liabilities; the number of its employees and 
wages paid; the dividends paid, if any; the amount of its surplus, if any; the 
character of additions and improvemen,ts ma.de each year and the cost 
thereof, and a statement of its opera.ting and other expenses, together with 
a balance sheet showing its profits and losses: and shall annually thereafter 
file in said office a report, verified by a majority of the directors of a corpo
ration, or by a majority of the members of an association, joint stock com· 
pany, or partnership, showing the sam0 facts as then existing, and shall, be
fore shipping, or offering or atten;pting to ship, or sell or deliver for ship· 
ment. or put in the way for transit, to any other State or Territory, or the 
District of Columbia, or any foreign country, any article of commerce or 
merchandise manufactured, produced, or dealt in by it, plainly and conspicu
ously st.amp thereon, when susceptible of being so stamped, and also on the 
outside of packages, boxes, or tanks containing the same, the name of the 
article or merchandise, and the name of the corporation, association, joint 
stock company, or partnership manufacturing, producing, or dealing in the 
same, and the place from and tow hich it is to be shiI?ped or transported. 

E\ery such corporation, association, or partnership as referred to in this 
section, and every officer, agent, or attorney thereof, that shall ship, or offer 
or attempt to ship, or sell or deliver for shipment, or put in the way of 
transit, to any other State or Territory, or to the District of Columbia., or to 
any foreign country, any article or mei·chandise dealt in, manufactured, or 
produced ~Y it, or shall violate or ~ail to comply with..any of the pro~i9ns 
of this section, shall be deemed guilty of a mISdemeanor, and on conviction 
thereof shall be puni~ed by a fine of not less -than S500 and not exceeding 
$5,000, 1Lnd by imprisonment of not less than six months and not more tha-µ 
one year. 

In order to provide for this numbering of the proposed new 
sect.ions above set forth, amend section 6 by adding after the word 
"thirteen" the words "fourteen," "fifteen,"" sixteen," and "sev
enteen," and change the numbers of the sections 11, 12, and 13, as 
proposed by the committee, to 15, 16, and 17. 

The purpose of the new section 11 is· to apply the force and 
principle of the interstate-commerce clause of the Constitution to 
certain acts, facts, and conditions-which 'the United States Su
preme Court ha.~ held to be within the purview of said interstate
commerce clause, and which we think that Congress, in its power 
to regulate commerce, -should declare against as hindrances to 
and interferences with such commerce. Where Congress, in its 
power to legislate upon a given subject, has adopted legislation 
declaratory of its judgment in the matter, the courts have always 
gone as far as they reasonably could to uphold such legislation. 

In the case of McCulloch vs. State of Maryland, Chief Justice 
Marshall, delivering the opinion of the court, said: 

We admit, as all must admit, that the powers of the Governm~nt ar.e 
limited, and that its limits are not to be transcended. But we think the 
sound construction of the Constitution mtist allow to the National LegiS.:.a.· 
ture that discretion with respect to the means by which the powers it coq.
fers are to be carried into execution, which will enable that ?ody to perform 
the high duties assigned to it in the manner most beneficial to the people. 
(4: Wheaton, 316.) . _ 

See this case referred to on page 55, Honse Document No. 476, 
part 2, Repo_rt of the Industrfa.l Uommissi<?n. • _ 

It is notonous that there are scores of giant combmes and mo
nopolies that are engaged in destroying comi:>etition and swallow .. 
inP" up their competitors, to the injury of trade and commerce 
a~ong the States and to the great oppression of the people in all 
the States. Is Congress to sit idly by and proclaim its power is 
exhausted, and that it can do nothing further t.o aid the people 
who are strugglliig in ihe folds of these mighty combi.nations~ · 

Section 12, which I propose, relates to customs duties and im .. 
ports over which the power. of Congress does. undoubtedly extend. 
Why not invoke that power in behalf of the people? 

Section 13, which I have proposed, is for the purpose of ap:ply .. 
ing against the trusts the principle of the Wilson law agamst • 
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original packages. When the Wilson law came up in Congress for the use of the people of South Carolina, and nobody could 
in 1 ~o. many of the smart set of lawyers then holding seats here prevent it. Now, yon take monopoly-made goods. The people of 
made haste to give the opinion that such a law would be uncon- your State want the goods; and say a thousand individuals make 
stitutional, but the United States Supreme Court upheld it all up an order and there are a thousand orders sent in one. 
the same. (In re Rahrer, 14.0 U. S., 545; House Doc. No. 476, Mr. TERRY. Oh, "come off." 
page 61.) Mr. RAY of New York. Wait a minute. Yon take it down to 

Mr. RAY of New York. Tu it not true that the Supreme Court a merchant, and he sends the orders to the monopoly. 
of the United States has decided that Congress can not give a Mr. RICHARDSON. A thousand of them get together and 
State consent to prohibit the introduction into its limits, for use, make the order! 
of any article of commerce? I concede that they may prohibit its :Mr. RAY of New York. They do not need to get together. 
introduction for sale; but has not the Supreme Court of the Unit-ed The orders are a.11 sent. 
States decided that the States can not, and that the Congress of Mr. RICHARDSON. Ha.vethey not got to get together to send 
the United States can not confer upon the State power, or consent the orders? 
to its exercising the power, whichever way you put it--- Mr. RAY of New York. A thousand orders are sent, and these 

Mr. TERRY. I understand your question, and I want to hurry articles are sent together. 
through. Mr. TERRY. I think you have got enough in the RECORD for 

Mr. RAY of New York (continuing). Prohibiting the intro- to-day. I can not yield to you for a speech. 
duction for use of an article. Mr. R-AY of New York. You said that you would permit me 

Mr. ·TERRY. I Will answer your question. The Supreme to ask you a question. 
Court has decided that Co~gress can not confer powers upon the Mr. TERRY. I want to be courteous, but you are too long. 
States, and it does not take any lawyer or any Supreme Court to Mr. RAY of New York. I said I would not interrupt you 
know that would be the law even if the Supreme Court had never against your will. 
decided it, because the States have conferred power upon Con- Mr. TERRY. I did not think I was yielding to a speech; I 
·gress, not Congress on the States. Now, while the SupremeCourt thought I yielded for a question. 
has decided that, they decided in construing the Wilson law that Mr. RAY of New York. !twas, butitisalongqnestion. Well, 
where Congress, which haspowertoregnlateinterstatecommerce, now, you have heard my question. If you do not want to answer 
has seen proper to waive, as it were, that privilege to the extent that, yon need not; but the question is this: Tu it not possible for 
of saying that an article when it enters into a State should be sub- a monopoly to carry on its business even agaj nst the interests of the 
ject to its law, that Congress had a right to do that. people of Arkansas, the condition of the law being as I stated it? 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. In the same opinion did they not also M1·. TERRY. I th~ whenever yon reduce the monopolies to 
hold that Congress could not authorize a State to prevent the im- such a state that every man would have to order for.himself, their 
portation of that article for use? future usefulness (?) will be very greatly impaired... [Laughter.] 

Mr. TERRY. I have already told you that the Supreme Courl I want to say, furthermore, to you gentlemen that if you do not 
decided that Congress could not authorize the States to do any- believe Congress can authorize it, and if you do not think in the 
thing. · · way the Supreme Court of the United States thinks, if you do not 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Well, that is your full comprehension of believe that, why then, in your bill to prevent the importation of 
that legal proposition, is it? convict goods you were trying to fool the people, were you? 

Mr. TERRY. I will take care of my comprehension, and I Mr. RAY of New York. I want to say here, in all frankness, 
hope yon will take care of yours. [Laughter.] that I stated to my colleagues when they proposed to pass that 

Mr . . LITTLEFIELD. 1 will endeavor to. Don t you fret bill that it was not constitutional. I knew it was not, and if it 
about me. - is enacted into law the Supreme Court of the United States will 

Mr. TERRY. And don't you fret any about me. teU them so. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Let me ask my colleague, Did not the .Mr. TERRY. Did you vote for it? 

court hold in those two cases that Congress could not, as you put Mr. RAY of New York. I did not vote for it. 
it, ''waive" this power? Mr. TERRY. All I desiretosayupon that is simply this: That 

Mr. TERRY. They did not use the word ''waive;" but their if the Republican majority of this House were willing to risk the 
holding was to that effect. Constitution upon a bill to allow the States to prohibit the impor-

Mr. RAY of New York. No; but that is the way you put it, so tation of the products of convict labor, bad as convict labor is, 
I put it in the same way. Did they not hold that Cdngress could against free labor, it will not compare with the vile extortions and 
not wa.ive its power so as to permit a State to prohibit the intro- outrageous oppressions of the trusts. Now, why do you not apply 
duction into it of alcoholic liquors for use of a man bringing them the very principles of your anti-convict made goods law and make 
in for his own use? Is not that true? it against the trusts? The American people will demand to know 

Mr. TERRY. They decided something like that, as I recollect, that. You answer that as best you can. 
in the South Carolina case. Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman excuse me for mak-
. Mr. RAY of New York. Did they not hold that to be so? ing ~ninquiry? 

Mr. TERRY. I think so, in the South Carolina case. Mr. TERRY. I will yield to the gentleman.. 
· Mr. RAY of New York. That is all I want. Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will you be kind enough to state to me 

Mr. TERRY. But that was in reference to articles for the per- the number of the section in your proposed amendment that pro
sonal use of the cons]gnee; and that condition would not exist as poses to accomplish this purpose that yon now speak of? 
to articles shipped in or sold to merchants. Mr. TERRY. It is in the RECORD. · 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is right. Now,Idonotwantto Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I have not been able to find it in the 
interrupt the gentleman against his will. report. 

Mr. TERRY. I am always glad to see your cheerful counte- Mr. TERRY. I have already referred to it in my remarks, and 
nance before me. [Laughter.] . can not take up the time to go back to look for it now. 

~fr. RAY ?f New.York. That bein~ true, then, if a monopoly . Section 14,.as I propose~ is for the purpose of sec~ring publicity 
. exists ~e will say, 1;Il New York, a~d 1t has abs<?lute control of a I m the OJ?eration_s and busmess conduct of co!p~rations owning or 
production, so that it can fix the price of the article produced by controllrng busrness and plants, or the maJor1ty of the stock in 
"it, Congress and th. e State acting together can not prohibit that 

1 

any such, outside of the State or Territory in which their charters 
article from being taken into Arkansas for use. were first obtained. All such corporations are monopolistic and 

Mr. TERRY. For the use of the personal consignee, yon may their business is carried on in such manner as to destroy competi-
be correct, and that is the extent. tion, and that was the very object for which they bought up the 

Mr. RAY of N evr York. Very good. plants of rivals in other States. 
Mr. TERRY. But they can not introducA it there for the pur- Certainly Congress has some power to deal with combines of 

pose of putting it in stores for sale to the people. this character, and an instructive case on this point is that of the 
Mr. RAY of New York. l;willstate to the gentleman that that United States vs. Coal Dealers' Association of California. (85 Fed. 

is right. Rep., 252). The court in its statement says: 
Mr. TERRY. And when you say that the people using goods 

made by monopolies throughout the various States will have to 
order them for personal use, the monopolies are. destroyed. [ Ap
ylanse on the Democratic side.] · 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, let us see if that is true. You 
are making a good deal of uproar over that. fLaughter.] 

Now, then, the people of Arkansas and the United States in the 
case you. put are perfectly powerless. Now, suppose the goods 
were produced in New Jersey, as in the whisky case . . The people 
of South Carolina wanted whisky, and all they had to do was to 
send orders to New York, and it was sent down there in carloads 

XXXITI-_-396_ 

Practic~y. all t:!:J.e coa~ used in San Francisco is mined in Washington, Ore
gon, and Bntish Columbia. A very large number of the coal dealers in Sa.n 
Francisco formed themselves into an association, agreeing not to sell coal be
low certain prices. This aswciation entered into a contract with the pro
ducers of coal in Washington, Oregon, and British Columbia, whereby the 
producers agreed t-0 cooperate with the association to carry out its purposes, 
and the producers agreed not to sell coal to any nonmemoor except for a 
much higher price than they charged members. United States seeks to en
join proceedings under this arrangement. 

OPTh~ON OF THE COURT. 

The combination affects the sale of coal as soon as it arrives in San Fran
cisco from other 8tates and before it has become a part of the mass of .Prop. 
erty in the State. Until .it ,has become part of the mass .of property m the 
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State it remains inintersta.tecommerce, and therefo:r-e c:omes under the trust I The court also quote with approval the following language: 
act. It is unnecessary to discuss whether the restramt IS reasonable, for the Again all the authorities agree that in order to vitiate a contract or com-
trust act forbids all restraints, reasonable or not. bination 'it is not essential that its result should be a complete monopoly: it is 

Now, if this Coal Dealers' Association of California had not sufficient. if it really tend.s to that ~~d and to deprive the public of the ad van-
"entered into contract with the producers of coal in Washington, tages .w~ch flowfro?1free competition. . . 
Oregon, and British Columbia," but had_ boug~t up their I?lants Com?lg to secti~n 7, as proposed by the ~omm1ttee, I o!fer _th~ 
and business and so conducted the operations of such combine aa followmg amendment as taken from the views of the minor1ty. 
to bring about the same results as the court refers to, what would . A~e~~s~i~section 7 b~inserting between the_ first words" that" 
be the difference in principle? The same monopoly would result and tms, . m the first hue thereof, the followmg: . 
.and the same obstruction to commerce and free competition. Nothing in this. act. shall be ~ construed as to apply to trade. unions or 

· h 'tt H R 1(\539 I other labor orgamzations, orgamzed for the purpose of 1·egulating wages, 
In read1i;ig over the report ~f t e comnn ee on • · J • ' hours of labor, or other conditions under which labor is to be perfo:rmed. 

~,an ?ut think that our,~epubhcan colleagues upon the committee The purpose of this amendment is ;perfec~ly plain. ~t is to ~e-
th1~w up the spong~ too soon. . . prive the Sherman anti-trust law of its present operative power 
Witness the followmg l~nguage m their report No. 1506~ . to be used to the prejudice of laboring men in. their 1;1-llequal 
The SuJ?ren:ie Court has de!!1ded that however much trusts, comb:nat10ns, struggle against organized rapacity and corporate oppression, and 

and conspl.l'ac1es to monopohze manufactnre and production affec~ and re- "d I th t t' h" h th · · 1 b 
strain commerce such results are indirect and incidental, and that therefore to restore Sal aw to at cons rue lOn W lC Was e Or1g~a 0 • 
the power to re~te com:IJ?.er~ does not incl,nde .Power to regn)ate or re- ject of its enactinent. . . 
press snch monopolies, combmations, and conspiracies. · It is a curious commentary on a law agamst monopolies and 

Now, I submit that a careful reading of the Supreme Court de- trusts that it has found its most numerous victims in the ranks.of 
cisions on this subject will not sustain this statement of the com- those who are themselves the victims of trusts and monopolies. 
mittee in all its broadness and entirety. In the case of United I can not believe that it was the intention of Congress to have.this 
States vs. E. C. Knight Company (156 U.S.), to wJiich, with Ad- law applied to laboring m~:i, 3:S the courts haye _applie~;and at 
dyston Pipe and Steel Company case, the committee doubtless least one Federal judge, reviewmg the whole history of its enact
refers, the court say this: ment, has ruled that it was never intended to be so applied (see 

The fact thatan article is manufactured for export to another State does case of United States ·vs. Patterson, 55 Fed. Rep., 641), and the 
not of itself make itan article !Jf inter~tate commerce,_and the intent of the United States Supreme Court, in the Debs case, exp_ressly refused 
manufacturer does not determme the time when the article or product passes to rest their decision upon its applicability to such a case. But 
from the control of ~he State and belo~~ to commerce. . other Federal judges have directly held that it was applicable. 

But further on m that ~ame opinion the court say._ (See United States vs. Workingmen's Amalgamated Council, 54 
It must be held that an article does not 'beC9me a part of mterstate com· Fed Rep 994 ) 

merce until it is starte~ for another State: . T~ reli~ve the law of such construction this amendment has 
And to show a s~ll further quali~cation to th_e language last been offered. The main amendments the committee offer to the 

quoted, the court, m ~he Addyston pipe case, say· Sherman law is to increase the punishment upon criminal con-
The commC?di~y may. no.t ~av.e commenced its journey and so mS:,Y still be victions. but what trust magnate agent or officer has ever been 

completely within the Jurisdiction of the State for the purposes of l::ltate tax- ? ' d 'bt b h t t 
ation and yet at the same time the commodity may have been sold for deliv- put behmd the bars? We have no ou ut w a every rust 
ery n;. a1:1other. S~te,. A"fl-Y combi?ation _among the dealers in that ki~~ of magnate, and all their officers and agents will" tremble in their 
commoditywh1chm1tsdirect.andunme~1ateeffectforecl~sallcompetiti<:>n boots" when they learn that a Republican Congress proposes to 
and enhances the purchase J?rICe for which such commodity would othert.mse . . h f · · 1 · t" d th Sh 
be delivered at its destination in another State would, in our judgment\ be mcrease .the pums ment or crimma conv1c ions un er e. er-
one in restraint of trade or wmmerce among the States, even though the article man anti-trust law. 
to be transported and delivered in another State were still taxable at its }}lace Having thus outlined the scope and objects of the amendments 
of ma.nuf~ctnre. I have offered and the legal grounds upon which they are based. 
Such~ the language of the Supreme C~urt, an~ yet, strange to I desire to say, in conclusion, that while they may not reach all 

say, section _9, as pro~osed by th~ co.mm1ttee? onnt_s a~ reference the evils of trusts, combines, and monopolies, they will at least go 
to the question of selling or J?Utting in transit, which is the most further in that direction than the bill and amendments proposed 
important Federal question m the easel by the committee. 

Further on the court say: What your committee have proposed may be a little better than 
A contract or c?m?ination w~ich directly related to manufacture only, nothing, and I have my doubts of that. At best it is but a faint 

was not brought~~~ the purVlew of the act. and feeble response to the mighty outcry that has come up from the 
Of course not, if it related only to manufacture. . American people demanding speedy legislation against the mon-
It must, therefore, be veryapp~rent that the committee amend- ster trust evils that have multiplied so rapidly and waxed so 

ments fall fm· short and stand I~ need of further am_endment. strong and overbearing in the last four years. 
Congress has at present the exclusive power ~o 1·egi~lat~ ~nterstate The popular outcry is just, and the people are tired of being 
commerce .. Therefore no St~te or corporation or individual <?an mocked by pretended efforts in their favor. They ask for results 
have the ~ight to _do anythmg th~t amounts to a regulation in the shape of positive laws. You get up lengthy excuses for 
or a restramt _upon it. Now, what is meant by ~he term" regu- your lack of legislation, and then point them to a. constitutional 
la_te?" Here is the answer of the Supreme Court m the Addysten amendment which you know will never be adopted. You have 
Pipe cas~: . . _ . . . run roughshod over our rights here. . 

If ~rtain kinds of privat~ contract.a ao di1·ectly, as already stated, limit or But we will meet you before another forum and m another field, 
restram, and hence regulate mterstate commerce, why should not the Fower f 1- · t tir 1 d · t d th 
of Congrer-;s reach those contracts just the same as if the legislation o some where the power. o m?n<_>po ies is no en e "! omman. an e 
State had enacted the provisions contained in them? baleful glare of imperialism has not yet shriveled native man-

* • • * • • * hood nor dried up the healthy fountains of patriotic feeling and 
Commerce is the important subject of consideration, anq anything .which freedom-loving instincts in the hearts of the American people. 

directly obstructs and thus regulates that commerce which IS carried on L d 1 ] . 
among the States, whether it is State legislation or private contracts between [ OU app a use. . . 
individuals or corporatiuns, should be subject to the power of Congress in Mr. TERRY. I yield to my colleague on the cqmm1ttee, the 
the regulation of that commerce. gentleman from Texas [Mr. LA.NHAM]. 

That preventing comp~tition is a restraint and thereforearngu- .Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker_, befo~e proceeding to_d~s~uss the 
lation on· trade, mark this language of the court: joint resolution now under consideration, and the poss1b1hty, pro-

While no particular contra.ct regarding the furnishing of pipe and the priet.v, and policy of its ultimate adoption, I beg to invite attention 
P.rice for which ~t s~ould be fn:nishe!l was in t~e con~m~lation.~f. the J?ar- to two phrases-or rather the repetition of the same phrase-as 
ties to the combmation at thetrm~ of ~ts form~tion, yet it was thei1 mtention, f d t pages 1 and 14 of the report of the committee The as it was the ,purpose of the combinatio1i, to directly and by means of such oun a . . . · 
com bin a ti on inc1·ease the price for which all contracts for the delivery of pipe words which I shall bring to your notice you have heard before
within the te:i:ritory above. de.scribed shoul~. be made, and the lat:t,er result indeed, they are destined to occupy a permanent place in the po
was t~ be.achieved ~Y abohsh~ng all ~mpetiticm between ~he ~art1es to the liti l lit rature and campaign parlance of this country for many combmation. The direct andrmmediate result of thecombmation was there- ca e 
fore necessarily a restraint upon interstate commerce in respect of articles years to come. 
!118-nufactured by any of the parties to it to be transported beyond the State The circumstances that gave rise to their original utterance; 
m which they were made. the unique and notable JeO'islative history with which they are 

We* have no d;ubt that :here the ~rect and i:imediatee;ect of a co~tract i~delibly associated and ~~epara bly connected_; the administra
or combination among particular dealers in a commodity is to destroy com- tive embarrassment to which they relate; the dilemma they con
Pf?titi?n between t~e?l and othel'f!, so that the parties to the contract orcoID:- spicuously mark, in which statesmen of va.ryi~g degrees of 
bma:tion may obtain mcrea:sedpnces f~r themselves, s~ch contract or wrnbi- prominence and responsibility found themselves mvolved; the 
nation amou11>ts to a 1·estrai'»:t of trade m the co~odity' even. though c~n- . ns1·stency in conduct which they serve to designate and accen tu. tracts to buy such commodity at the enhanced price. ar~ continually be~g inco . . . . 
made. Total suppression. of tf1-e trad~ in the ~ommodity IB *no! n;cessary m ate; the tergiversation they will al ways suggest-all these th1i;igs 
order to render the co~bmation one m restramt.of trade. ·.· . . combine to make these words memorable and monumental. These 

Where the contract is for the sala of the artwle and for its delivery m , , . . · t · . d t " d "It · ti 
another State the transaction is one of interstate commerce, although the words are: It is the plain and unpera ne u y, an is ie 
vender may h~ve also agreed to manufacture it in order to fulfill his contract plain duty!" · . 
of sale .. In ~ucl;i case a c?mbin_ation of this character would be properl.Y called If my honored associates on the Committee on the J urliciary, 
a combmation m restramt of mterstate commerce, and not one relating only the gentleman from .Maine [Mr LITTLEFIELD] and the gentleman ·to nianufactur6, · • 
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from Illinois [Mr.WA.RYER], have fully considered and are respon- I l am profoundly convinced that there is an instant and pressing 
sib'.e for the use of these words, in the connection where they demand for antitrust legislation. The whole country is familiar 
appear, I may be permitted, in the light of recent action on their with the troubles that affiict the people, and with painful anxiety 
part, and the courageous display of devotion to conviction which is waiting and watching for their solution. I but reproduce my 
they have heretofore evinced, to indulge the belief that, in their former utterances when I say that it is a serious and alarming 
conception, they mea.n what they say, and are an expression of matter to all men who really love thefr country and desire the 
the utmost good faith in all they import. perpetuity of our Government in its proper vigor and according 

May I say that I believe these gentlemen have a fair and just to its original design, who believe in the just conservation of 
estimate of what "plain duty" is, and are ready to follow every right of every citizen, when we reflect that the time has 
wherever in their honest judgment it may _lead, ·even though come when great combinations of wealth can so employ their 
partisan wrath oppose. I would not for one moment intimate power as to practically destroy competition and crush individual 
that their party brethren of the committee do not understand enterprise; that "nionied might can weary out the right;" that 
what the words imply, nor that they are unobservant ·of the trusts can "accumulate while men decay." 
requirements they impose, but if I were searching among them It shocks the American conscience to realize that these great 
for reliable authorities on and correct expositors of "plain duty," aggregations of capital can not only work their havoc upon 
I would, I think, prefer to consult the gentlemen whose names I the business affairs of others under existing conditions, but that 
have called, first in order. I confess. however, to a kind of they are potential to dictate legislation and continue their ability 
"timeo Danaos" feeling when" plain duty" is suggested from to oppress the people..1 and to" hold in the hollows of their hands" 
some sources I could mention. [Applause.] the commercial life of the individual tradesman. What well-

Mr. Speaker, the second section of this joint resolution is as fol- informed, sensible man in all this broad land doubts that Con-
lows: · gress was dirnrted from its "plain duty" toward the people of 

Congress shall have power to define, regulate, control, P!Ohibit, or dissolve 
trust.>, monopolies, or combinations, whether existing in the form of a cor· 
poration or otherwise. The several States may continue to exercise such 
power in any manner not in conflict with the laws of the United States. 
· The. language employed is strong, emphatic, sweaping-perbaps 

more so than might be supposed from a casual reading and with
out stopping to weigh and measure its full significa!!ce and far
reaching effect. The' obvious intention is to vest in Congress a 
jurisdiction which will be practically unrnstrained and unlimited. 
This will be the more apparent when considered in connection 
with that provision of the Constitution which declares that-

This Constitution and the laws of the United States which shall be made 
in pursuance thereof * * * shall be the supreme law of. the land; anything 
in the constitution or laws of any State to the contrary notwithstanding. 

If the proposed amendment were now a part of the Constitution, 
no Sbte could pass or enforce any law on the subject of trusts, 
monopolies, or combinations not in keeping with the laws of Con
gress, and the States would, accordingly, be entirely subordinated 
to the Federal power. Any considerate man must, it seems to me, 
hesitate long before he can obtain his consent to commit himself 
to such a proposition and be willing to confer on Congress so vast 
a power. A vote affirming the support of such a change in our 
organic law is, from my standpoint, a very serious matter, and can 
not, I think, be justified on the ground of party finesse, play for 
position, or mant"I:uver for party advantage on the one hand nor 
can such a vote, on the other hand, be successfully defended by 
one whose conscience condemns the proposition, on the ground 
that it is cast as a tactical mo'"°ement in a contest of party insin
cerity. I am one of those who believe that in politics~ as well as 
everything else, "Honesty is the best policy/' and I repose a su
preme reliance in the ability of the American people to recognize 
and appreciate upright motives, and to detect and censure all 
manner of deception by whomsoever practiced. 

Mr. Speaker, the report of the committee emphasizes by reit
eration that the prQposed constitutional amendment is the only 
rem e:dy for the evils which all admit to obtain, and proceeds upon 
the hypothesis that all existing constitutional authority for effect
ive Congressional action has been exhausted. 
· With these conclusions I do not agree. I fear that if the only 
"balm in Gileadand the only physician there" are to be found in 
the final adoption and incorporation into the Constitution of the 
amendment offered as a cure for the trust evil, then, indeed, are we 
"sick unto death," and that dissolution must result before the 
''physician" can he summbned and arrive and the "balm " be ad
ministered. 

1'1r. Speaker, we need immediate, heroic treatment and the ap
plication of every possible medicament at hand. 

On a former oecasion in this House, when referring to an 
amendment to the Constitution to authorize the imposition of a 
tax ou i!lcomes, I e.xpreJsed these views: 

In my poor judgment, amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States can come, in this period of our national history, only through the proc
e~s of revolution. Hedged in and surrounded as they are by that abatis 
wbi.ch requires two· thirds of CongreS3 to propose, and three-fourths of the 
States to ratify, the forces of no economic contention can transcend the 
ob truction. Our comparatively recent amendments are but the outgrowth 
of a. most terrible and destructive war. Bayonet and bullet, saber stroke an<l 
shot and shell, and the ha1·sh enginery of battle can alone work amendments 
to the Federal Constitution, and the record can only be writte::i. in the blood 
of men. Avarice, in trenched and defiant, will never consent to a peaceable 
change of the Constitution. 

If the amendment suggested were indispensable and free from 
objection in its terms, there is, I think, no substantial foundation 
for indulging the hope that it could ever be ratified. When we 
reflect that only twelve States would be needed to" block the 
game" of its adoption, is it to be supposed that influences would 
be :found wanting to control them? or that the beneficiaries of 
the trusts would not ba fully advised as to where and how it 
woulcl be most useful to concentrate their energies and resources 
in order to defeat the amendmeut? 

Porto Rico at the instance and through the behests of the sugar 
and tobacco trusts? · 

What else brought about the violation of the Constitution and 
the breaking of plighted faith in dealing with the poor and suffer
ing people of that unfortunate island? What else caused Con
gress to say to them when imposing taxes upon them after the 
manner of Rehoboam of old, Spain " chastised you with whips, 
but we will chastise you with scorpions?" If Congress be thus 
subservient to trust magnates now, what is it that might not 
happen if the States were shorn of the jurisdiction they now enjoy 
over such conspirators? "For if they do these things in a green 
tree, what shall be done in the dry?" 

.Mr. Speaker, I noticed a few days ago, in a purported interview 
with one of the great multi-millionaires of New York, a state
ment which, I think, is of the deepest significance and calculated 
to arouse the profoundest solicitude of all right-thinking men. 
Mr. James R. Keene, who has been called the czar of Wall street, 
is reported to have said: 

The people of this country must arouse themselves. The coming election 
is of more importance, from the standpoint of a pure and true Americanism, 
than any that has transpired since the second election of Lincoln. Money is 
in the saddle; it is riding down the institutions of this conn try with a confi
dent insolence that tells of its firm belief in its own invincibility. It is run
ning the Government to-day in its every branch and arm. 

If mor:iey's power in molding public affairs goes forward for four years 
more as 1t has for.four years past, the name of American liberty will only be 
worth a. recollection as a matter of history. l\Ioney is pr0ssllig the people 
backward step by step. What is to be the end? If it goes on, there arc, as 
matters trend, but two solutions. One is ~cialism and the second is revo
lu tion. The American people mu t defend themselves from money just as 
they once gu:u·ded their forest fro::i tiers from the savage. Unless they come 
solidly shoulder to shouldPr for their rights, and come at once, Bunker Hill 
will have been a blunder, Ycr:rtown a mistake . . 

r Applause.] 
When such a man gives expression to such views as these, it is 

calculated to arrest attention, and it is surely a matter of wisdom 
and patriotic duty that they should be considered in the spirit of 
all soberness, and that men should reason together and contem
plate the gravity of the situation. 

Indulge me to say that I am not an alarmist nor a pessimist. 
I envy no man because of his wealth. I despise agrarianism in 
all its forms. I abhor the cormorant and the commune alike. I 
would incite no estrangement between labor and capital nor 
'\\id en the breach between the rich and the poor, nor '\\ould I p~ay 
the role. of the demagogue and agitator. I contemn all frantic 
and incendiary bortation, and have no flympathy with nor tolera
tion for any of those methods which spread the doctrine of hate 
and disturb the tranquillity of communities; but as sure as we 
live! I believe that Mr. Keene has not overdrawn the actual 1;itua
tion, and that something must be done, and that speedily, to 
abate the seething discontent, to lighten the burden, to soften the 
yoke, to shatter the dominion of monopoly, and restore the confi
dence of the people in the equality and integrity of legislation, 
or direful consequences may be apprehended. 

I make n<? war on the l~gitimate corporation which is necessary 
and useful m tbe promotion and successful operation of the many 
worthy enterprises of the day. I recognize the fact that there are 
great interests and vast concerns beyond the compass of individual 
effort or ordinary partnership and the capital of any one man. A 
proper combination of the resources of wealth and skill is indis
pensable to the conduct of the great industrial, manfacturing, and 
commercial business of the country. No consen·ative man, no 
sound political economist, would impair, much less destroy, any 
proper corporation in the suitable exercise of functions not harm
ful to the prosperity of the people nor injurious to the common 
rights of men. No fair-minded man ''"ill object to a r easonable 
profit upon honest investment made for any lawful purpose. 

Senseless clamor against a just and normal accumulation of 
wea:th should meet with no encouragement among the better 
elements of our civilization. There have been poor men and rich 
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men from the days of Dives and Lazarus and there will be riches 
and poverty as long as time shall last. No legislation can fully 
equalize human conditions. Some men are thrifty and prudent 
and economical; others are without aptitude in business, waste
fut, and devoid of the energy and qualifications necessary for 
success. 

The poor we shall have always with us, but no man nor set of 
men should have the right or the power to reduce whole masses 
to servitude and "grind the faces of the poor," nor deprive their 
fellow-men of the privilege to earn a livelihood by the expendi
ture of their brawn or the employment of their brain. It is 
against the ethics of civilization, the proprieties of life, the genius 
of our institutions, the equities of good government, and the con
science of a free people that aggregated capital and the artificial 
creat!lre-the federation of corporations-should be allowed to use 
their tremendous power to oppress mankind. [Applause.] 

It is un-American that we should, like the Romans of old, be di
vided into two great antagonistic classes-the Rich and the Poor; 
thePosseBB<ll'S and the Non-Possessors; the Optimates and the Pop· 
ulares-and it is revolting to our conception of republican insti
tutions that it should ever be said of us as it was of ancient Rome, 
that "We are a commonwealth of millionaires and beggars." 

In this great body we have heard much and differed widely 
about free trade, free ships, and free silver. We ought to have a 
common purpose and meet on common ground, when we consider 
the all-important proposition of free opportunities for free men, 
of a fair start and equal show in the race of life for each and 
every American citizen. 

Are we, as a popular Government, in the presence of the mod
ern consolidation of corporations into one mammoth organization, 
the rage of speculation, the supplanting of old rules by new arti
ficialities, the destruction of competition, the domination of con
centrated capital over production and prices and the virtual 
subordination of all public utilities to its controi, utterly helpless 
and without power to protect ourselves and conserve the public 
interests? Have the foundation stones of our national fabric 
given way? 

Has the trust monster assumed such formidable and prodigious 
proportions as to threaten the very integrity of the Republic, and 
can it hurl insolent defiance in our face, with no resource or 
authority on our part to meet and overcome its assaults? Are we 
compelled, in the exigent conditions which prevail, to await the 
tardy, improbable, if not practically impossible, adoption of a con
stitutional amendment before we can resort to vigorous and effec
tive measures? Is there nothing else we can do, and have we 
"turned every stone" and dipped dry all the springf? of constitu
tional power now accessible? 

Let us see. The Constitution of the United States provides, 
among other things, that-

The Congress shall have power-
To lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises • • • and provide 

for * * * the general welfare of the United States; 
•ro regulate commerce with foreign nations, and among the several States; 
To establish post-offices and post-roads, and 
To make all laws which shall be necessary and pro:per for carryin~ into 

execution the foregoing powers, * * * vested by this Constitution m the 
Government of the United States or in any department or officer thereof. 

These are broad and comprehensive powers when considered 
in their separate and respective scope and significance; but when 
viewed in their united, combined, and correlated potentiality over 
any subject to which they may jointly and severally apply, and 
concerning which they may all be properly invoked, there would 
seem to be nothing lacking to the full measure of authority and 
jurisdiction for the exercise of Congressional action. 

If any one of them should prove to be inadequate within itself 
to justify all the legislation necessary to meet a given and appro
priate case, and the others can be suitably employed in supplement 
to and cooperation with either or all; for example, if the taxing 
power will iWarrant pertinent legislation as far as it goes, and by 
virtue of the interstate-commerce power the matter may be taken 
up where the taxing power ends, and the postal power may then 
be summoned and utilized as auxiliary to each and both of the 
others, and these different powers can be concentrated and made 
to blend to a common end, it would appear that ample authority 
may be found in the Constitution for whatever action may be re
quired on the part of Congress, and that nothing is wanting for 
the construction of a sufficient statute but the will of Congress to 
assert its function. 

Then if to these powers there be superadded that, ''To make all 
laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into execu
tion the foregoing powers, etc.," it is difficult to conceive of a 
case to which they all may relate, that would extend beyond and 
not be embraced within the Congressional jurisdiction, already 
well-defined in the Constitution. 

If Congress can tax or exempt from taxation in the case of any 
necessity or admitted evil or oppressive condition; if Congress 
can regulate commerce in the suppression or curtailment of such 
evil or condition; if Congress can deny the use of the mails when 
employed in furtherance thereof; if Congress can still further 

make any law, civil or criminal, which will aid in the execution 
of its purpose, why is it that Congress can not fully meet any 
proper demand upon its action? 

Congress has employed its powe · of taxation to crush and dri rn 
out of existence the State banks, against oleomargarine, and in 
various other instances. Can not Congress tax trusts or corpora· 
tions doing business in interstate commerce? Congress can place 
any article of imported merchandise which it may deem proper 
on the free list and exempt whatever product it may choose from 
the payment of duties. It can lay and collect imposts and excises 
or refrain therefrom at will. Why can not Congress brinC! to 
bear its full and undoubted power in respect to combines, ~and 
thereby measurably, at least, restrain monopoly and promote 
competition? .. 

The State can not impose nor remove taxes upon the importa
tions from a foreign country, but the Federal Government has 
the power to say that avarice shall not be benefited and the peo
ple oppressed by the levy of imposts. If, as many believe,-the 
tariff fosters and fattens the trusts, Congress can declare that 
such tariff shall cease and the supplies of the trusts from that 
source shall be cut off. Whatever might be the effect of sur h a. 
declaration, it seems not unworthy of trial, and if found either 
inexpedient or useless it will be a very easy matter, if it be deemed 
desiraple, to restore the duties so taken off. The power to justify 
such action is immediately available and could, if Congress were 
so inclined, be promptly applied. 

Neither the State nor the mob can control or prevent the trans
portation of articles of commerce among anQ. between the several 
States, but the Federal Government through Congress can 
regulate such commerce and its instrumentalities, the common 
carriers, and prohibit restraint of interstate trade, and place 
wholesome limitations upon the greed and compassings of the 
monopolist, extending in their operation and effect beyond the 
boundaries of the State where he may reside. Under the inter
state clause of the Constitution, I believe it is competent for Con· 
gress to so legislate as to prevent that destruction of competition 
in trade among and between the different States which trusts 
and monopolies seek to accomplish. 
· I believe, in the language of the Supreme Court, that-
any combination among dealers in that kind of commodity which in its direct 
and immediate effect forecloses all competition and enhances the purchase 
price for which such commodity would otherwise be delivered at its destina-
tion in another State would be one in restraint of trade. . 

I do not believe that all the power conferred on Congress under 
the interstate provision of the Constitution has yet been ex· 
hausted, nor that the Supreme Court has reached the entire limit 
of its affirmation of the scope and extent of even the existing anti
trust law. 

That court has already shown its appreciation of the reason 
and purpose of that law and indicated that it will never give its 
sanction to any contract or combination calculated "to deprive 
the public of the advantages which flow from free competition." 
"If," say the court, "a State, with its recognized power of sov· 
ereignty, is impotent to obstruct interstate commerce, can it be 
that any mere voluntary association of individuals within the 
limits of that State has a power which the State itself does not 
possess?" And they further declare that" We are unaware of 
any reason why it" (regulation or obstruction of interstate com
merce) ''is not as objectionable when attempted by individuals as 
by the State itself," and" If neither Congre s nor the State legis
latures have such power " (over contracts in restraint of trade 
between the States) "then we are brought to the somewhat ex
traordinary position that there is no authority, State or national, 
which can legislate upon the subject of or prohibit such con
tracts." '' This," say the court, ''can not be the case." 

The power to reach the subject in all its phase"' and to circum· 
vent the machinations of monopolistic combinations must reside 
somewhere. It can not be that we are utterly defenseless. lt was 
under the power to regulate commerce that Congress, in 1800, 
passed the law entitled" An act to protect trade and commerce 
against unlawful restraints and monopolies." The same power 
was asserted in the act to regulate comme1·ce (February 11, 1887), 
which also forbids restraint of trade. 

The Supreme Court have had occasion to consider the subject 
in many of its bearings and to interpret the law upon cases which 
have been submitted for their adjudication, and it "is due the 
court to say that they have recognized and upheld the essent_i al 
objects and intention of the law, and I believe it may be r eason
ably assumed that the courii will hereafter sustain additional 
legislation calculated to enlarge and strengthen the existing stat· 
utes. 

Their opinions in The Trans-Missouri Freight Association case, 
decided in 1897, and the Addyston Pipe and ~teel Company case, 
decided in 189~, and The Waters-Pierce Oil Company case~ de
cided in 1900, and affirming t'h.e right of the State to impose con
ditions upon a corporation engaging in business within n. State 
other than that of its creation, establish the validity of legislation 
already enacted, and encourage the conviction that Congress 
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may properly go further than it has yet gone in the restriction 
and suppression of trusts and monopolies, and lead us to hope 
that consolidations of capital and coalitions of corporations have 
not yet reached the point where they are above and beyond the 
powers of the Government and can successfully defy the whole 
American people-and that there yet remains some means where
by we can prevent what Justice Brown described as the •'sub
mergence of the liberties of the people in a sordid despotism of 
wealth." [Applause.] 

Urider the power "To establish post-offices and post-roads," 
Federal authority extends to every railroad, star route, and rural 
post-office throughout the length and breadth of the land. It 
knows no State lines, and is as operative in the greatest metropolis 
as it is in the obscurest country town. It can afford any and 
every postal facility it may deem proper in any community of the 
Union, and inhibit and punish any interference with its defined 
objects and the successful operation of its rules and regulations. 

Its functions are numerous and comprehensive and adaptable 
to all the conveniences and necessities of the people within its 
jurisdiction. If the humblest citizen or the princeliest merchant 
in the whole Republic shall attach a two-cent postage stamp to 
a duly superscribed and properly posted envelope, whether it con
tain a message of affection to a · distant loved one or a bill of 
lading in the course of honest trade, and that letter be unlawfully 
detained or stopped in transitu, it is within the power, as it is the 
duty, of the Federal Government, as the guarantor of its safe and 
certain delivery, to remove the obstruction, however great it may 
be, and with whatever force that may be necessary, and speed 
that letter onward tothe destination intended by the writer, even 
to the uttermost parts and.remotest limits of the United States. 

On the other hand, the same power may be employed to prevent 
the transmission through the mails of indecent literature or cor
respondence which the laws denounce as fraudulent. Why can 
not this power, with all its machinery and appliances, be suitably 
directed against the contracts, the correspondence, the circulars, 
and all the epistolary and advertising agencies through which 
-these illegal combinations, in the form of a trust or otherwise, 
reach the individual or the public? The law says that-

Every person who shall make any such contract or engage in any such 
combination or conspiracy shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and 
every person who shall monopolize or attempt to monopolize, or combine or 
conspire with any other person or persons to monopolize any part of the 
trade or commerce among the several States or with foreign nations shall 
be guilty of a misdemeanor. 

What right has such a malefactor to the use of the mails of the 
United States in the promotion and furtherance of his illicit prac
tices? 

Mr. Speaker, I believe that Congress .should resort to the vincli
catory element of its power-that strong criminal laws as well as 
proper civil laws should be employed in the complete subjugation 
of these conspiracies, and to the end that competition in manu
facture and production, designed for interstate commerce, may be 
unrestrained. I have never seen any situation where the ''general 
welfare" clause and the power ''To make all laws which shall be 
necessary and proper for carrying into execution the foregoing 
powers, u etc., were more apposite and better adapt~d than in 
dealing with the trusts, monopolies, and other allied associations. 

To my mind it is the highest tribute to the wisdom and fore
sight of the authors of the Constitution, that in that great instru
ment are to be found provisions, which if judiciously invoked and 
carefully applied, are sufficient to meet all the conditions which 
the evolution of the centUl'y has brought about-that even the 
phenomena of indtlstrial amalgamation, confederation of enter
prises, growth and compass of corporate organization, aggrega-
tions of wealth and formation of modern trusts, can be treated 
and made the subject of appropriate legislation under and by 
virtue of the authority conferred upon Congress by the Consti
tution. 

I for one am reluctant to admit that there is any casus omissus 
in our organic law, but am rather inclined to contend that there 
is in the Constitution a presence of all the authority required, if 
appropriately employed and vigorously enforced, to meet all the 
exigencies of the times. I am not sure that it was not contem
plated by the fathers that in the presence of a continental evil, 
working to the detdment of all the people and imperiling the 
general welfare: where the arm of the State should prove too 
short, the Federal arm should be long enough to reach out and 
meet and grapple with and subdue such evil. [Applau§e.] 

In suggesting these sources of Federal power and some of the 
forms in which it maybe exerted, I am conscious that I have pre
sented nothing new or original, nor have I, by any means, indi
cated all the remedies that have been proposed. I have not 
mentioned the great power of eminent domain and its attributes. 
I have not referred to the acquisition and Government ownership 
of railways and other means of transportation, which are now 
being advocated with unusual earnestness bymanywho have not 
heretofore favored so radical a departure. I myself do not con
cur in such a policy, and sincerely hope that it may never become 

necessary or expedient to resort to a measure so extreme and ab
normal; but if matters go on from bad to worse, as they have been 
doing-if the ISsue shall reach the burning actuality where the 
people must be slaves and these corporations their masters, or the 
Governm~nt must possess and operate the instruments of com
merce, who can prognosticate the result? If discriminations can 
be wantonly continued and competition paralyzed, and laws pro
hibiting theabsorptionof para1lel lines can, through the ingenuity 
of modern financiers, be evaded or overcome, and ultra vires cR.n 
be made a dead letter, and the public patience can be unceasingly 
abused, and favoritism to monopolies can be persistently indulged, 
and honest men can be ruthlessly driven from the field of enter
prise and deprived of the privilege of earning a livelihood for 
themselves and their dependents, who shall say that the spirit of 
American manhood" shall always strive with" the oppressor? 

Mr. Speaker, if I may be allowed the digression-if my voice 
could reach the ears or touch the hearts or excite the fears of the 
rich and the grasping among us, I would admonish them to stay the 
hand of their greed and let up in their crusade against the plain 
people of the land, and urge them not to provoke that resentment 
of an outraged public nor quicken and arouse that sense of peril 
to popular safety which shall make a resort to _radical measures 
possible and necessary. There are bounds to human endurance. 
There are times when popular dissatisfaction becomes unbridled, 
and humanity's revolt may be difficult to restrain within normal 
limits. The conservatism of the country can, I hope, always be 
relied upon to discourage and thwart anarchy and violence; but 
it will not be easy to deny legislative intervention, however severe 
and unprecedented it may be, if not prohibited by the Constitu
tion, when demanded uy a pronounced majority of a long-suffering 
people, in whose behalf and for whose cause all other resources 
have failed. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that it was e1er intended by the 
framers of the Constitution that Congi·ess should be permitted to 
encroach upon the reserved rights of the States-that the great 
residuary mass of authority in the States and the people should be 
invaded or disturbed by Federal legislation. The dual nature of 
our Government, State and National, was well conceived, and in
tended by them to be clearly defined. They did not design that 
there should be any obscuration of the line where State authority 
should end and Federal jurisdiction should begin. They contem
plated that the powers confe1Ted upon Congres~. when rightly 
invoked and correctly interpreted, would be sufficient for eyery 
purpose involved in their grant; nor do I think they have left us 
unprovided for in any essential particular. 
· The State is sovereign, and was by them intended to be, within 

its own sphere and in the exercise of jurisdiction over its internal 
concerns and local affairs. It can denounce, inhibit, and punish 
whatever is wrong within its territorial confines, subject only to 
suchlimitatioruJ asmayexistinconsequence of the powers delegat
ed to the General Government. It can prohibit and suppress perpe
tuities and monopolies when attempted to be established within its 
borders, as "contrary to the genius of a free government." There 
has been drawn around the State the sacred circle of autonomy, 
and it may dispute the advance and encroachment of any aggres
sive step within its reserved dominion. 

In the ass.ertion of their rightful authority, twenty-seven States 
of this great Union have enacted anti-monopoly laws, designed to 
meet the conditions that now obtain. The constitutions of fifteen 
States contain articles on the same subject. Regarding as they 
did the organization of trusts and the consolidation of industries 
as a menace to the prosperity of the people and •calculated to 
throttle competitive energy and dangerous to the genius of free 
government, they have wiJ;h remarkable unanimity, within tho 
present decade, by positive enactment, exhibited with great em· 
phasis their hostility to such associations and sought to destroy 
their power for evil. Some of them-notably my own State-have 
shown their disposition to go to the full length of their authority, 
and to unite and co9perateto theirutmostextent, withtheFederal 
Government. It is true that not all the States have joined in this 
praiseworthy object. 

It is unfortunate and much to be deplored that many of them 
have displayed indifference to the subject, while a very few of 
them have substantially encouraged and afforded a " breeding 
ground" for the production and promotion of trusts and monop
olies; but if all the available and appropriate Federal power of 
legislation be fully invoked and applied, and national statutes 
shall be rigidly enforced with all the instrumentalities at com
mand, the hope is not wanting that, with the cooperation of those 
States which are opposed to trusts, as shown by their legislative 
action, material relief can be accomplished, notwithst.anding the 
indisposition· and unfriendly attitude and conduct of the few 
States which do not sympathize with the anti-monopoly move
ment. 
· I have too much confidence in the strength and dignity of our 
institutiona, State and national, and the vigor and integrity of 
our people, to believe th~t, in the face of determined and united 
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opposition by the General Government and mo1·e than half the 
States of the Union in their respective capacities, one, two, or a 
half dozen Stat€s, dominated by corporate power, can defeat the 
will of the great body of the people and prevent the triumph of 
the mighty and earnest forces which are striving to promote the 
general welfare of the whole country. 

No law can be made operative and accomplish the pnrposesfor 
which it is intended unless those charged with its enforcement 
shall fully and efficiently perform their duties. If the prosecut
ing officers of the Government-the agents of the Department of 
Justice-fail to observe and carry out what is required at their 
bands, and are not vigilant in the discovery and zealous in the 
prosecution of violations of the law, neither the existing statutes, 
nor any additions to them which Congress may supply, will have 
any terror to the evil doers. And if those who are a cd shall be 
"injured in their business or property by reason of anything for
bidden or declared to be unlawful" in the antitrust laws, shall 
decline to resent the aggressions of monopoly and fail to avail 
themselves of the means of redress in such case made and pro
vided, it will be but an encontagement to combines in the con
tinuation of their exactions and unjust conduct. 

With the courts open, with remedies civil and criminal at hand, 
and which may be still further enlarged, with all the agencies 
that may be brought into action and utilized, with laws, State 
and Federal, put in motion and working in unison, it is not 
apparent . that the trusts and cognate organizations can not be 
outlawed and practically driven out of existence. Then why 
give to these conspiracies that continuance which the submission 
of a constitutional amendment would inevitably assure? 

The proposed amendment would, if ratified, undoubtedly confer 
upon Congress greater power than that it is now admitted to 
possess: and which is, I think, beyond what is necessary. It would 
have the effect to make Congress practically supreme and exclu· .1 
sive in the matter of antitmst legislation, and it will not do to 
assume that such power will in every case be well and wisely 
employed and promptly administered. That Congress might fall 
short of the mark, or that Congress might, by possibility, go too 
far in its definitions and regulations and control and prohibitions 
and dissolutions, and act disastrously upon the full and repressive 
legislation of the States, and interfere with the existin1? jurisdic
tion of the States, may not unreasonably be apprehended. It is 
to be seriously doubted if it is now wise to broaden the field of 
national authority whereby the sovereignty of the State may be 
contracted, wnatever may be the emergency. 

Cent1·alization of power in the Federal Government has al ways 
been dreaded and resolutely resisted by those who believe in the 
rights of the States. If it can be accomplished for one purpose, 
why not for another; and who can predict where its inroads may 
stop when once beciun? The power to ''~fine, to regulate, to 
control, to prohibit, to dissolve," as used in the amendment sug
gested, is a very comprehensive one, and the dPfinitions, 1·egula
tions, etc., of Congress might include or exclude many things in 
which the judgment of a State legislature might not concur. 
What it might suit Congress to do or not to do in the execution 
of such a power might prove to be in serious conflict with what 
by a State might be deemed necessary to be done or left undone. 

The States would not be allowed to conflict in any manner with 
whatever law Com~ress might choose to enact upon the subject. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not give my approval to any proposition that 
may deprive the States of any power they now possess-to take 
away from them any rights which the fathers thought they 
ought to retain and enjoy, or to impair that eunomy which adorns 
the best and grandest instrument ever" struck off by the band of 
man." Power is always aggressive. • The tendency of the Fed
eral Government is to magnify itself and extend its dominion. 
The hope of the country rests in the vigor, the energy, the devel
opment, the upbuilding of the States. 

Mr. Jefferson has left on record for our guidance and for the 
instruction of generations yet _to come, as an· essential principle, 
"the support of the State governments in all their rights, as the 
most competent administration for our domestic concerns and the 
surest bulwarks against antirepublican tendencies." The liber
ties of the people have found, and will continue to find, their best 
refuge within the " sacred circle " of the States. That refuge has 
been and will always be · 

Our ready help in ages past, 
Our surest hope for yeara to come, 

Our shelter from oppression's blast
The freeman's ever welcome home. 

resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

H. R. 10301. An act making appropriations for the service of 
the Post-Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901; 

H. R. 9083. An act to authorize the Commissioner of General 
Land Office t.o dispose of the Choctaw orphan Indian lands in Mis
sissippi, and to make appropriation for executing act of Congress 
approved Jnne 28, 1898; · 

H. R. 11816. An act requiring the disbursing clerk of the Cen
sus Office to file additional bond, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 10997. An act to amend section 4414, Title LU> Revised 
Statutes of the United States; and . 

H.J. Res. 238. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of ad
ditional copies of the annual reports upon the improvement and 
care of public buildings and grounds. -

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled joint reso
lutions and bill of the following titles: 

S. R. 127. Joint resolution to fill a vacancy in the Board of Re
gents of the Smithsonian lnBtitution; 

8. R. 121. Joint resolution for the appointment of first.lieuten
ants of volunteers in the Signal Corps of the Army; and 

S. 3055. An act to ratify an agreement between the Commission 
to the Five Civilized Tribes and Seminole tribe of Indians. 

SENATE CONCURREXT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED, 

Under clause .2 of Rule XXIV, the following concurrent resolu
tions were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their 
appropriate committees as inciicated below: 

Senate concurrent resolution 66: 
Resolved lYy the Senate (the House of Representative.t concurring) , That there 

be printed 6,000 additional copies of the eulogies upon the late Richard P. 
Bland, a Representative from the State of Missouri, of which 2,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate and 4,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representatives-
to the Committee on Printing. 

Senate concurrent resolution 67: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concu1.,·ing), That there 

be printed and bound of the proceedings in Congress upon the acceptance of 
the statues of the late Thomas H. Benton and Francis P. Blair, presented by 
the State of Missouri, 16,500 copies, of which 5,000 shall be for the use of the 
Senate, 10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and the remaining 
1.500 shall be for the use and distribution by the governor of Missouri, and the 
Secretary of the Treasury is hereby directed to have printed an engraving 
of said statues to accompany said proceedings, said engravings to be paid for 
out of the appropriation for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing-
to the Committee on Printing. 

Senate concurrent resolution 72: 
Resolved lYy the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 

be printed 3,000copies of the special expert reports as prepared under the di
rection of the committee of awards of the Columbian Exposition held in Chi
cago in 1 93, of which 1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate and 2,000 for the 
use of the House of Representatives-
to the Committee on Printing. 

Senate concurrent resolution 73: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Repi·esentatives concurring), That the 

Public Printer shall print and bind 5,000 copies of Senate Document 209, 
Fifty-sixth Congress, first se:sion; one-half in cloth and one-half in paper 
covers, the i:;ame to be deliv~red to the superintendent of public documents 
for sale under the provisions of section til of an ac~ a,I>proved January 12, 
1895, providing- for the public printing, bindin~. and distribution of public 
documents. The Public Printer is also authorized to print and bind extra. 
editions of not less than 1,000 copies at a time of said document on requisition 
of the superintendent of documents, when required for sale-
to the Committee on Printing. 

-Mr. RAY of New York (at 5 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m), I 
move that tbe House now take a recess, pursuant to the order of 
the House, till 8 o'clock p. m. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o'clock, 

and was called to order by Mr. CAPRON as Speaker pro tempore. 
The SPEAKER pro ternpore. The gentleman from New York 

[Mr. RAY] , who has control of the time, is recognized. 
REPORT ON POSTAL AFF..c\.IRS. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. l\Ir. Speaker, I shall avail myself 
at this time of the opportunity to speak upon the joint resolution 
which was passed by the House more than two years ago" to 
create a commission to examine into the postal service." It will 
be readilt seen by the provisions of the joint resolution which is 
herewith submitted, that the subject-matters under consideration 
were much broader and more comprehensive than had been an
ticipated at the time of the creation of the commission. 

The indissolubility of the Union has been firmly established. J oint resolution to create a commi.;si.on to examine into the postal service. 
Let the ~destructibility of the States ~e forever maintained, and llesol'l:ed by the Senate and Hou.se of Representatives of the Unit"d States of 
may their autonomy never become less. [Loud applause.] America in Congress assembled, That a joint commis ion i.s hereby created, 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED consisting· of four Senators, to IJe appointed by ~he President of. the i:>enate, 
• and four members of the House of Representatives, to b'.3 appomted by the 

AKE f . h C · t ' E 11 d Bill . t d I Speaker of the House of Representatives. Said commis ion shall make full Mr.B R, Io~t e omm1teeeon nro e . s,Iep~r.e inqui.ryandexaminationil.ltothepostalservice,includingr:uesandmethods 
that they had exammed and found truly enrolled bills and ;iomt of transportation, rental of ca.rs, subsidies, pneumatic-tube systems, rural 
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free delivery, etc., and also the classifications of mail matter and charges 
thereon, especially second-class matter, and the rulings and practices that 
have obtained thereunder, and such other features of the postal service as 
said commission may, in the course of its duties, deem proper to subject to 
their inquiry and examination. · · -

Said commission is authorized to employ experts to aid in the work of 
inquiry and examination; also to employ a clerk and stenographer and such 
other clerical assistance as may be necessary, said expert3 and clerks to be 
paid such compensation as the said commission may deem just and reasonable. 

The Postmaster-General shall detail, from time to time, such officers and 
em~loyees as may be requested by said commission in its investigation. 

~or the purposes of the investigation, said comlllission is authorized to send 
for persons and papers, and. through the chairman of the commission or the 
chairman of any subcommittee thereof, to administer oaths and to examine 
witnesses and papers respecting all matters pertaining to the duties of said 
commission. 

Said commission shall, on or before January 1, 1899, make report to Con
gress, which report shall embrace the testimony and evidence taken in the 
course of the investigation; also \;he conclusions reached by said commission 
on the several subjects examined, and any recommendations said commissiori 
may see proper to make by bill or otherwise with the view of correcting any 
abuses or deficiencies that may be found to exist. 

The sum of twenty thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be neces
sary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to pay the necessary expenses of said commission, such pay
ments to be made on the certificate of the chairman of srud commission. 

Any vacancy occurring in the membership of said commission, by resigna
tion or otherwise. shall be filled by the presiding officer of the Senate or 
House, respectively, aecording as the vacancy occurs in the Senate or House 
representation on said committee. 

Passed the House of Representatives May 2, 1898. 
Attest: · 

A. McDOWELL, Clerk. 
The time designated, January 1, 1899, was altogether too soon 

in which to expe·ct a thorough and comprehensive investigation 
of these various subjects, and a report upon the same. Accord
ingly the time was extended until some time during this session of 
Congress. 
· I am informed that the commission has been taking testimony 

not only in ·this city but in · other portions of the country with a 
view to intelligently investigate this whole matter. and that, as a· 
result of their labors up to this time when the report is com
pleted, it, together with the testimony which has already been 
taken, will embrace three volumes containing at least 600 pages 
each. 
. It is generally understood that the commission have employed 

the f?ervices of a very competent and skillful statistician, Pro
fessor Adams, of the Michigan University, to make the report. · As 
a part of the recent conference in connection with the Post-Office 
appropriation bill, t~e ~ime was further extended until January 
1 next for the comm1ss1on to report. 

I regret that the time is extended beyond November 1, and I 
hope that the commission will make its report not later than that 
date, for the following reasons: . 
, There is a widespread feeling that the commission has already 

had ample time in which to take testimony and make a report. 
If the commission does not make its report before January 1, 

there will be but little time to examine the same before this Con
gress shall expire. 

It is generally understood that one of the members of the House 
who has been a member of this commission is to retire of his own 
volition at the close of this Congress. 

There is a further reason. An election is coming on, and no 
one knows how many members of this commission in the House 
will be returned .to the next Congress . . A pa.rt or all of them may 
be defeated. Certainly the House and the country are entitled 
to the benefit of the views and opinions of every member of this 
commission, and it is to be hoped that before this Congrnss 
expires they will submit the same. . _ -

If it shall be contended that the statistician will require a vaca-
tion at the close of his year's labor in connection with the Uni
versity, I respectfully submit that he can take until the first of 
September, and then have two months in which to carefully ex
amine this testimony and make his report, and by doing so he 
would be performing no gre.ater service than many a lawyer has 
done in the examination of an equal amount of testimony and 
submitting the same in connection with a legal brief to a court 
where not only the liberty but the life of an individual was 
involved. 

I submit there is no reasonable excuse for delay beyond N ovem-
ber 1. · 
. I hope and _believe that this inv~stigation will shed such light 
upon this whole subject as will enable the Government to save 
many millions of dollars a year, and place the Post-Office Depart
ment on a paying basis, where I believe it ought to be. I feel that 
the chairman of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads in 
the House is to be especially commended for his able and untiring 
efforts in seeking to accomplish this end, While I do not al ways 
agree with him, I believe him fea,rless, honest, and thoroughly 
competent. And I have every reason to believe that every mem
ber of this commission' has sought in every way possible to pro
cure the services of every witness who could shed any light upon 
these all-important questions; and I trust that we may have the 
best efforts of all of them to bring about a report not later than 
the first of next November, so that all who have taken so deep an 

interest in this matter may have the benefit of. the testimony and 
the report, so that they too may have ample time, before the be
ginning of the next session, to examine the same and submit such 
remarks as may seem proper to them before this Congress expires. 

It is now altogether too late to expect any remedial legislation 
along these lines before the next Congress. 

The last three years, by reason of war and otherwise, have been 
periods of large expenditures, and it is only the part of wisdom 
to seek to retrench in every department of the Government, to 
the end that the Government may be wisely and economically 
administered. 

TRUSTS, 

Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
SPIGHT]. 

Mr. SPIGHT Mr. Speaker, one of the most serious problems 
that ever confronted the American people is involved in the 
rapid and unparalleled growth of what are commonly known as 
"trusts." No patrfotic citizen, who has given even casual atten
tion to the development of these great combinations of capital, 
and the utter disregard evinced by their promoters for any other 
than their own interests, can fail to be alarmed for the great 
masses of the people and for the safety and purity of the Govern
ment itself. 

These combinations have become so powerful that they not only 
rob the individual citizen but unblushingly reach out and lay 
their foul hands upon the legislative and executive departments 
of the Government. Fostered by a protective tariff, which is the 
''mother of trusts;" grown fat by their cruel and enormous ex.ac
tions from the people; arrogant and supercilious by their long un
restrained exercise of unbridled power, they have dared to lay 
their hands upon· the Congress of the United States under threat 
to withhold the immense corruption fund which they have here
tofore .contributed to the success of the party in power, as was 
most forcibly illustrated in their successful "hold up" of the Sen
ate and House of Representatives in the matter of the Porto Rican 
ta.riff legislation, and even compelled the President of the United 
States to depart from what be had solemnly declared to be a "plain 
duty," and put this supreme executive ·officer of a great nation 
in the shameful and ridiculous attitude of a "lightning chanf5e of 
mind" at the command of a band of public robbers operating 
under the specious guise of "industrial organizations." Shades 
of Washington, Jefferson, and Jackson! How they must blush at 
the degeneracy and pusillanimity of the occupant of the highest 
official station ever conferred upon a man in the mightiest and 
proudest Government the sun ever shone upon! 
· Another example of the power of trusts over·the legislative de

partment of the Government is shown in the'ability of the armor
plate factories to stifle every effort in Congress to compel them to 
sell armor plate for our new battle ships at less than robber's 
prices. Strangers to every sentiment of patriotism, they would 
throttle the Government, imperil the lives of our sailors, destroy 
our Navy, and endanger the very life of the Republic, unless we 
will allow them unrestricted liberty in looting the public Treasury 
and filling their own overflowing coffers at the expense of a s·orely 
taxed people. r 

.Monopolies are always dangerous in the very nature of things 
because of the opportunity to compel consumers to buy at prices 
wholly out of proportion to the cost of production and the ability 
of the purchaser to pay. This danger becomes all the greater. 
when the articles a,ffected are of such common use and daily con
sumption as to become necessities to the masses of the people. 
But when these monopolies arn either encouraged and protected 
by the Government or become the masters of the Government, a 
condition of incipient slavery is inaugurated more degrading a~d 
oppressive to the citizens of the Republic than African slavery in 
the South in antebellum days. . 

It would astonish even those who have given much thought to 
this subject to know how many of the articles that enter into the 
daily consumption of the poor people of both city and country are 
controlled in their production, transportation, and sale by trusts. 
It may be astonishing to some to know that the great city of New 
York is now in the throes of a mighty struggle with an "ice 
trust "-frozen water. If they had the power, some of them would 
put a tax upon the very air we breathe and upon the poor prayers 
we offer to God for deliverance from the hands of our despoilers. 

This condition of industrial slavery we are rapidly approaching, 
and no greater danger ever menaced the liberties and happiness 
of our people than the astounding growth of trusts and unholy 
combinations of capital during the three and one-half years of the 
present national Administration, for which there can be but' one 
rational explanation-the friendship and protection, if not fear, 
of the Republican party toward these corporations. . 

That a remedy for the evils growing out of this state. of affairs is 
imperatively demanded no one who is in sympathy with the peo
ple and not either personally or politically in the power of these 
trusts will deny. Nor will it be denied that what the people want 
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and need is the most effective and speedy remedy that can be 
applied. 

Many of the States are trying to help themselves and protect 
their people by drastic laws enacted by their own legislatures. 
¥issouri and Texas have won notable victories along this line. 
Arkansas is moving in the same direction, and my own State, Mis
sissippi, which has had an anti-trustlaw upon her statute books for 
several years, at a recent session of the legislature greatly strength
ened and enlarged the compass of the previous law, and much good 
is expected from its rigid enforcement. The Republican State of 
Ohio has made some effort to enforce laws upon the same subject, 
and had an attorney-general, a Republican, who lindertook to 
make the law effective, and it cost him his official head. At the 
very next election he wa.a defeated by his own party, and the trusts 
have not lost any sleep on account of his successor. 

By an act of Congress approved July 2, 1890, entitled "An act 
to protect trade and commerce against unlawful restraints and 
monopolies," some good has been accomplished, but there have 
been two difficulties in the way.· In the first place, the law itself 
stops far short of the requirements of the situation, which is be
coming more alarming every day; and in the second place, the 
efforts to enforce it have been only half-hearted, or not at all. 
Yet, when the questions have been presented to the courts, espe
cially in the case of Addyston Pipe and Steel Companyvs. United 
States, decided December 4, 1899', they have maintained the con
stitri.tional power of Congress to enact such laws as would afford 
effective remedies for some of the evils of which we complain. 

It is conceded by aJl that Congress has ample and exclusive 
power under the Constitution to regulate commerce between the 
States, and this exclusive power of Congress has presented some 
of the greatest difficulties to efficient State legislation, and it has 
long been the favorite argument of those who assail State laws 
enacted for the better protection of their own citizens. Now-, 
what is needed to make State legislation effective is the full exer
cise of the constitutional power' of Congress, and I have no doubt 
that the cooperation of National and State legislatures, within 
constitutional limitations, will furnish ample remedy. 

I do not agree with those who contend that the power of Con
gress is so circumscribed by constitutional limitations that noth
ing short of a constitutional amendment will enable Congress to 
enact anything effective in its dealings with trusts. - In the Addys
ton pipe case, to which I have just referred, the Supreme Court 
of the United States say: 

All theauthoritie·s agree that in order to vitiate a contract or combination 
it is not essential that its resnlt should be a. complete monopoll; it is suffi
cient if it really tends to that end and to deprive the public o the advan· 
tages which fl.ow from free competition. 

And, summarizing the facts of the case they were then consid
ering, and discussing the power of Congress to regulate commerce 
between the States, and what contracts and combinations are in 
restraint of trade and therefore subject to the control of Congress, 
the court say: 

If certain kinds of private contracts do directly, as already stated, limit or 
restrain and hence regulate interstate commerce, why should not the power 
of Congress reach those contracts? 

* * • . * • • • 
We have no doubt that when the direct and immediate effect of a contract 

or combination amqng particular dealers in a commodity is to destroy com
petition between them and others, sot.hat the parties to the contract or com
bination may obtain increased price.s for themselves, such contract or com
bination amounts to a restraint of trade in the commodity, even though 
contracts to buy such commodity at 'the enhanced prices are continually 
being made. 

Now, if Congress has the power to regulate nommerce and pro
hibit contracts and combinations in restraint of trade, and to 
declare unlawful and subject to penalties all contracts and com
binations which tend to prevent competition, why may not Con
gress declare that one of the penalties for such unlawful combi
nation shall be the i·emoval of all import taxes upon commodities 
or articles of merchandise similar to those manufactured or 
handled by such combinations, and admit them free of any tariff 
tax, so as to bring the trust goods into competition with similar 
goods from other countries, and enable the people to buy where 
they can buy the cheapest, independent of the-trusts? 

This is one of the propositions presented by the Democratic 
members of the Judiciary Committee of the House, but it will 
not be accepted by the Republicans, because it is in conflict with 
their cherished doctrine of a protective tariff, and they love pro
tection far more than they hate trusts. And however strenuously 
they may strive to delude the people into believing that they want 
to suppress trusts, they will be careful that no harm is done to 
the protective tariff, ''the mother of trusts." 

There can be no doubt of the power of Congress to enact such 
legislation, nor can there be any doubt that if it were done it 
would be the longest step ever taken toward the suppression of 
trusts; and if the Republicans in this House were sincere in their 
professions of opposition to trusts, they would promptly adopt 
this provision; but they will not, they dare not do it, because it 
would mean the loss of an enormous campaign fund, with which 

they purchased the Presidency in 1896 and wish again for the· 
same purpose. 

John Sherman, for a long time an acknowledged leader of the 
Republican party, in discussing this question in 1889, said: 
. 'Yl?-enever this free ~ompetition is evaded or a.voided by combinations of 
mdividuals or corporations, the duty shonld be reduced and foreign compe
tition promptly invited. 

Sherman was right as far as he went on this proposition, but 
the danger was not so great then as now, and instead of a mere
reduction of duty the tariff should be entirely removed and admit 
foreign products to free competion. 

Another plain proposition submitted by the Democratic minor
ity, and one equally within the power of Congress to enact, is to 
deny the trusts the use of the United States mails in the conduct 
of their unlawful business, just as any other unlawful and fraud
ulent business is shut out. 

If the petty swindler who seeks to defraud you of a paltry dol
lar through the use of the United States mails finds himself con
fronted by a ".fraud order" from the Postmaster-General, why 
should these great corporations, who rob the people of millions 
every ~ear, be allo~ed a "free ha~d" to plunder as they please? 
There lB no answer m morals nor m law, and I am glad that this 
proposition meets the approval of the majority also. 

Another proposition submitted by the Democratic minority is 
so far-reaching in its effects that, if enacted into law and rigidly 
and honestly enforced, the death knell of trusts would be sounded. 
It provides as follows, viz: 

That every corporation, association, joint-stock company, or partnership 
formed or made, or managingor carrying on its business. in whole or in part, 
for the purpose of controlling or monopolizing, or in such manner as to c.on· 
trol 01· 'IJ1.0nopolize, or tend to control or monopolize, the manufacture, produc· 
tion, or sale of any article of commerce or merchandise, intended for inter
state commerce or commerce with foreign count1'ies, or for the purpose of 
controlling or increasing or decreasing the cost or price of the same to the 
.purchaser, user, or consumer thereof, for the purpose of preventing, or in 
such nanner as to prevent, competition, or of preventing competition in the 
manufacture, production, or sale thereof, is, for the purposes of this act, 
hereby declared to be illegal and a mO'Tl.opoly; and all. sucl~ corporations, 
associationll, Joint-stock companies, and partnerships, and their officers, 
agents, managers, and attorneys are herebiJ forbidden and prohibitea from. 
shipping or putting in transit any such article of commerce or merchandise 
to any State, Territory, foreign. country, or place, outside the State, Te11itory, 
or place in which it was manufactured or produced, and from selling 01· ojJering 
to sell any such article or merchandise to be so shipped or put into any such 
transit, unless for the private or pe.r.sonaZ use of the consignee; and for any vio
lation of this provision shalt be deemed guilty of an offense against the United, 
States,""n<l on conviction shall be punished by a fine of not le.s$ than 50'J nO'l' 
11i01·e than $5,000, and by iniprisonment not les8 than thirty days nor more 
than six months. · 

Any such corporation, association, joint-stock company, or partnership 
may be proceeded against at the suit of any person or persone, or corpora• 
tion, or association. or by and in behalf of the United States, and perpetually 
enjoined and restrained from doing or carrying on any interstate or fore1gn 
commerce whatever, either with the States or the Territories of the United 
States or the District of Columbia or any foreign country; and no article of 
commerce produced or manufactm·ed or owned and dealt in by any such 
corporation, association, joint-stock company, or partnership so organized, 
formed, managed, or carrying on business, shall be transported or carried 
without the State or Territory in which produced or manufactured or in which 
same may be, or without the District of Columbia if produced, manufactured, 
or found therein, by any individual, corporation, or common carrier, in any 
manner whatever. All such articles of commerce.J.!ihipped in violation of the 
provisions of this act, shall be forfeited to the united States, and may be 
seized by any marshal or deputy marshal of the United States, or by any 
person duly authorized by law to make such seizure, and when so seized 
shall be condemned by like proceedings as those provided by law for the for
feiture, seizure and condemnation of property imported into the United 
States contrarv to law. 

This is offered as an amendment to the bill reported by the ma
jority of the committee, but there is little hope that it will be 
adopted, because it means somethingeffective and not amere play 
for party position. It is true that if enacted into law the people 
would rise up and call you "blessed;" but the trusts would say, 
"Let them be anathema;" and I fear that the curses of the latter 
will be more potent than the blessings of the former. 

I do not believe that it is the purpose of the present majority in 
Congress to enact any law that will seriously interfere with the 
business of the trusts. If so, why have they waited until the last 
hours of the session to report any measure looking to this end? 

Congress has been in session six months, during all of which 
time the Republican majority have had the power of numbers to 
make any law they desired; and while the bill which they now 
propose as a remedy has some good featUl'es, yet it does not go 
far enough, and is so carefully hedged about and so much is left 
to construction that if it should become a law it will not be en
forced. 

AS an apology for this weakling, they come professing to l e· 
lieve and asserting that Congress has no power to do anything, 
and propose a constitutional amendment which they know will 
never be adopted. If it should pass the two Houses of Cong1·ess 
by the requisite majority it must be ratified by three-fourths of 
the State legislatures, and before this can be accomplished the 
trusts will control and dominate a sufficient number of States to 
defeat the amendment. 

But aside from the delay consequent upon the submission of an 
amendment to the Constitution, the one now pending is of such 
doubtful propriety and dangerous possibilities that many men 
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who sincerely desire the most effectivalegislation possible will b~ 
afraid of the great sacrifice of State sovereignty and the concen· 
tration of such stupendous power in the General Government as 
is involved in the resolution as now presented to be inserted in 
the Constitution. 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I want to say that I am not opposed 
to capital when legitimately employed, and I can readily see how 
combinations of capital and energy and skill, especially in manu
facturing enterprises, may result and have resulted in great good 
to the country at large, and as long as they stand upon their own 
merits and are satisfied with reasonable profits we all welcome 
them as important factors in the development of the business in
terests of the country. But when by unholy combinations they 
ignore the principles of justice to the public, oppress labor and for
get everything except their own seijish interests, then they be
come public enemies and ought to be controlled by inexorable 
law for the protection of the public welfare. 

It is claimed and not denied that, by combination of skill and 
capital, the cost of production and handling may be greatly re
duced, and if the cost to the consumer should be correspondingly, 

. or even approximately, reduced~ there would be no just cause 
of complaint; but our observation and experience teach us that 
in most cases where the cost of production is decreased and com
petition is suppressed the price to the consumer is largely in
creased. It is this feature of the case that has aroused public 
indignation and alarm-and induced the demand for legislative con
trol. This appeal of the toiling millions of America who live by 
the sweat of their brows may for a time be unheeded, but not 
for always. 

A day of reckoning is comfog. 1 believe that, in the providencA 
of Hod, when the sun goes down on the evening of the 6th day of 
November there will have been registered by the peaceful methods 
of the ballot box a mighty verdict of a long-suffering people de
claring that henceforth and for all time this shall be a '' Govem
ment of the people, by the people, and for the people." 

Mr. Speaker, I have endeavored to speak plainly, without rhet
oric and without passion, of some of the evils which threaten us. 
Coming, as I do, from the plain people, whose representative I 
am proud to be, as far as in my power lies, I make this appeal in 
the closing hours of the first session of the Fifty-sixth Congress for 

· the purity and honesty of our Government and economy in the 
administration of its public affairs and for justice and fair dealing 
to the individual citizen. It has appeared to me that Congress 
forgets that the money so freely appropriated for every imagin
able purpose is the product of the toil of the laboring masses, 
wrung from them by way of taxation. 

The utter disregard of constitutional limitations, the unblush
ing thievery of public officials at home and abroad, the abandon
ment of the time-honored principles of our republican Govern
ment, all indicate that the party in power, drunk with its excesses, 
is hastening to destruction; and I have an abiding confidence that 
on the 4th of March, 1901, there will be inaugurated as the worthy 
successor of Washington, Jefferson, and Jackson, that eminent 
statesman, incorruptible patriot, and matchless friend of the 
people, William J. Bryan. [Loud applause. l 

.l\lr. TERRY. Does the gentleman from New York [Mr. RAY] 
wish to use any of his time now? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Not now, if the gentleman will go 
ahead. 

Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
CLAYTON], -

[Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama addressed the Honse. See Ap
pendix.] 

Mr. TERRY. I yield five minutes to the gent!eman from Texas 
[Mr. KLEBERG]. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Speaker, the trust question is still sur
rounded with much confusions and must necessarily pass through 
many stages of enlightened popuJar discussion before it can be 
intelligently solved. Most or the discussions in the public print 
and in so-called anti-trust conventions have been along academic 
lines, but the time is now drawing _near, as the great national 
campaign approaches, when the subject will receive a more prac
tical treatment, both in political platforms a~d in the political 
forum. 

The people are considering it as an intensely practical question 
and have long looked for an open, practical discussion of it by 
Congress and the leaders of political thought. They are no doubt 
growing impatient at the apparent indifference of this Congress 
in not entering upon a practical treatment of this great political 
issue; for much as our Republi.can friends may talk about pros
perity, the fact remains that industrial combination is fast shut
ting out individual freedom of enterprise and is subordinating 
the natural development of economic forces to the private greed 
of capitalism. 

Large industrial enterprises, it is true, are unusually prosper-

o-µs and are in some instances paying higher wages, although not 
in proportion to the piofits arising from monopolistic prices. 

On the other hand, smaller enterprises are fast disappearing and 
their owners forced into the ranks of wage-earners. The oppor
tunity for free enterprise and for free labor is constantly and rap. 
idly reduced and the individual man made more and more de
pendent upon wage labor, which, in tum, is more and more 
reduced by machine labor and the limited production of commodi
ties. This, again, must inevitably produce an impoverishment of 
the masses and the enrichment of the classes. 

Temporary waves of so-called prosperity, brought about by 
natural causes and not by the alchemy of the Republican party, 
cannot deceive an intelligent people who must see and do see that 
our industrial system is fast drifting into monopoly and our 
Government into a plutocracy. The fit of present_ prosperity is 
already approaching the phase of overproduction, so-called, and 
lockouts and strikes, the certain forerunners of panic, are setting 
in as usual, foreboding impending industrial depression. 

The political party wllich attempts to trifle with the situation 
is certain to suffer defeat at the polls next November. The people 
appreciate the danger of the trusts and they call for remedies 
which are both speedy and practical. Penal statutes and repres· 
sive measures are well enough in their places, and if faithfully 
executed afford temporary and partial relief, but most of them 
are mere brutum fnlmen, the mere sounding brass and tinkling 
cymbal, signifying nothing. Neither can the remote and ·prob
lematical attempt to amend the Federal Constitution satisfy the 
popular demand for relief. The people are beginning to under
stand that the trusts are the result of a great economic struggle · 
of world-wide extent and significance; that not only the competi
tive principle but that civilization is on trial, and that there is no 
greater question confronting humanity in the approaching cen
tury. 

The American people especially are more deeply interested than 
any other people on earth, because the trust giant comes in the 
garb of imperialism and threatens not only to destroy industrial 
freedom ·but political freedom as well, for a people who are not 
industrially free can not long remain politically free. It is thus 
that capitalistic greed is attempting to divert the attention of the 
American people from the ills that threaten them at home to the 
problems of distant colonial possessions in the Olient and to ad vcr 
cate conquest, milit~rism, and imperialism under the guise of 
legitimate expansion. 

The constitutional amendment offered by the Republican party 
is a delusion and a snare, and is not offered in good faith. It could 
never be adopted, even if it were acceptable in other respects, and 
our friends, the Republicans, must know this, as no amendment 
to the Constitution has ever been adopted in that manner for a 
hundred years, except those forced upon the people by the arbit
rament of arms after the civil war .. But the amendment iS full 
of lurking danger to the States and concealed attempts to so con
strue the present Consti~tion as not extending over our Territcr 
ries and other pal'ts of the United States, and thus seeks to fasten 
upon the country the false doctrine of construction of the Repub· 
lican party, that Congress can act independently of the Constitu· 
ti on. 

The amendment is destructive of the States' present constitu
tional power to suppress truSts within their limits, and places the 
power to define trusts absolutely in the Federal Congress, as well 
as to control, regulate, and prohibit them. This makes this power 
exclusive and takes it from the States completely, notwithstanding 
the clause which seems to reserve this power. So that if Congress 
is disposed to be friendly to any kind of trust the States could 
not act against the action of Congress and could not protect them
selves against such trusts, as the power of Congress. by this 
amendment, is made superior to that of the States. We might 
thus destroy all present power to be found in the Constitution of 
the United States, as well as in the several States, to cope with 
the trusts and lodge it all in this amendment, and if Congress 
were friendly to trusts the latter would have a free hand to plunder 
the people. 

The great questions of finance, taxation, and transportation are 
the live issues to which the party in power should direct its at
tention, because it is here that we must look for practical meas· 
ures of relief. These are all practical subjects for legislative ac
tion under the Constitution of the United States as it now stands. 
Let us not theorize what we might do if we had a different Con
stitution, but let us first exhaust the powers of the present Con
stitution, a Constitution which its great framers did not devise 
for a day or generation, but for centuries, and which under proper 
construction has over a century and a quarter stood the test of 
good government. 

As it would lead me too far to discuss at length all the practical 
remedies coming under these three great heads, I must content 
n;iyself with th_e partial discussion of one only-to wit, transporta
tion-and to simply reaffirm the Democratic faith as to the other 
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two subjects of finance and taxation. I do so for the reason that, the others. just like an individual would over his competitor. Yet 
in my opinion, the question of transportation, while not more im- this is precisely the condition that is going on all the time; and 
portant in a wider sense than others, is yet in a practical sense of can we wonder t.hat the industrial combination, the trust, and the 
first importance in the present development and maintenance of in- monopoly exist and will continue to exist and grow stronger from 
dustrial trusts. Inotherwords, whilefallingprices,superinduced day to day, and that the unequal distribution of wealth goes on 
by the single gold standard, uneqnal taxation, and unrestricted with it? Take the railway out of the trust problem and you have 
and unfair competition, have been and are continuing causes of left indeed thoEe in a wider sense, such as class legislation of all 
industrial concentration, commonly known as "trusts," railway kinds, unfafr and unrestricted, and unfair competition, invention 
discriminations in freight are equally strong and active factors in of improved machinery, and, in fact, certain cosmic forces. 
the process of industrial combination and the growth of. mo- Falling prices, brought about by the single gold standard, tariff 
nopoly. inequalities, unrestricted and unfair competition, especially 

But like Banquo's ghost, the trust question will not down; it must among railways, the progress of machine labor, and the tendency 
be faced, and that at once. The question is not what we would of natural law in the direction of cooperation, all make for con
do if we could adopt the proposed constitutional amendment, be- centration, and are in fact some of the prime causes of the great 
cause by the time it could be adopted, if it ever can, the trusts social evolution that is moving forward and gradually coming in 
will have done their worst. sight. I by no means ignore the great historic struggle between 

So the trust question is much broader than a mere business the competitive principle and socialism, which is really at the 
question. It involves in a broader sense our industrial and politi- foundation of the present industrial crisis. But in casting about 
cal welfare, and can only be solved as 'far aB legislation is con- for practical r.emedies, I believe thatone is the immediate control 
cerned by such measures which will remove as far as it is practi- and regulation of the railways as affecting interstate commerce. 
cable the causes which produce trusts and maintain them. Now, Not that I would abandon for one moment the fight against the . 
it will be seen that this involves legislation in many directions and money trust, or in fact any of all the many remedies that natu
upon manysubjects. Thereisnosingleremedybywhicharational rally present themselves in many directions, but I wish at this 
reform can be reached in our industrial life, but the question time and on this occasion to emphasize the fact that the railroad 
must be approached from many sides, all tending tq a practical trust is one of the greatest and most formidable of all trusts, and 
scheme of res~oring equal opportunities to all clases of our people affects every man, woman, and child of the land directly andcon
to earn according to their natural capacity. stantly. There is nothing we wear, eat, or use which is not affected 

What is wanted above all other things is such prompt action on by the railway freights that must be paid upon it, No business 
the part of Congress that may at least check the present trend or enterprise can escape its demands. . 
toward industrial inequality and monopoly. I say again, let us Year in and year out the Congress makes large appropriations 
not theorize as to what _we could or might do if we had a differ- for harbor improvements, and yet the railways are allowed to dis
ent Constitution, but first exhaust the powers to check monopoly criminate in the long haul, so as to drive out all water-freight 
under the Constitution as it now stands. I refer now to the inter- competition. A short time ago a line of steamers plying between 
state-commerce clause of the Constitution, which, among other New York and Galveston was driven out of business bv the rail
things, involves the control of the great interstate transportation ways, who so lowered freights as to make it impossible for the 
lines. This is a power that is not made doubtful by judicial con- steamship's company to haul freight and compelled it to go out of 
struction, but is most clear and undisputed in the light of judicial the trade, when the railway put up its freight again. Of course, 
interpretation in an unbroken line of the many decisions of the this is but an instance· of discrimination that is pursued by the 
United States Supreme Court upon this subject. railways along our whole seacoast, and the result is that all the 

Again and again has this high tribunal laid down the principle coastwise trade of the country is not controlled by water rates 
that the railways in their capacity as public carriers are the serv- but by the railways, and our seaports are languishing instead of 
ants of the public and can neither )awfully charge unreasonable growing into la1·ge trade marts to supply the interior with cheaper 
rates nor exact discriminating freight rates from shippers. That freights. · 
Congress bas the powers to fix rates of freight either by direct Again, but recently it has been discerned that the export rates 
legislation or by delegating this power to a commission. That it on wheat to the seaboard are lower than export rates on flour, 
has lik9wise the power directly or by a commission to prevent dis- and the result is that foreign millers can sell their product cheaper 
c1iminations, to classify freight, to compel interstate shipments than our millers, and thus drive them out of the field. But the 
by different railways, public accounting, and to force the rail- discrimination againat the small manufactories in the South and 
way.s to comply with every reasonable 1·ight of the shipper and West, the smaller business men, ana especially against our great 
passenger as far as it relates to interstate commerce. farming and stock-raising community West and South, is such 

It is idle to speak of breaking up trusts and monopolies as long that many States in these sections are nothing but truck patches 
as they are built up and sustained by railway discriminations. I to the larger cities in the East. Yet people wonder why there 
venture to say that there does not exist one single so-called indus- 1 are no iarge cities in the South and along the Atlantic coast south 
trial h·ust to-day which is not fostered and maintained by some of Baltimore. 
favor in the form of railway discrimination. If these favors are Regulate mterstate traffic on the railways, fix freight rates, 
not lowEr freights or rebates, they consist in terminal facilities or abolish the long haul and other class discrimination, and let each 
some other advantage to the trust,over competitors. If not in- section stand on its own merits and its natural advantages and 
direct discrimination, then these trusts are favored and main- build them up, and you stop one cause for the unequal distribu
tained by the advantage they have in the long over the short haul tion of wealth. The ports along our seacoast will grow in com-

As long as intermediate points along the same transportation mercial importance by reason of low water rates on freight, and 
line are discriminated against and the terminal points are favored they will supply the interior, as they naturally should do, with 
in proportion, how is it possible to maintain fair competition be- goods, wares, and merchandise upon cheaper freight rates; the 
tween rival concerns and to establish equal opportunity for all? country will grow up evenly and in proportion to the thrift of its 
The favored concern soon grows powerful on these discriminat- citizens; there will be a more even distribution of wealth, as the 
ing rates of freight and crowds its competitors out of the field, occupation of the trust will be gone, to a large extent-at least. 
anO. thus places producers, consumers, and wage-workers at its The railway in its yery nature, by reason of its exclusiveness of 
mercy. What rival concern. can compete against the Standard territory and its largeness of capital, is a monopoly to which 
Oil Company, the big four slaughter and packing companies, the every individual and every business, large or small, must submit, 
grain elevators, and, i·fi fact. all the great industrial combinations. and whose freight exactions no one can escape unless he can find 
now formed and being formed, as long as they have terminal and protection in the law, which alone can prevent the railways from 
shipping facilities and the benefit of the long haul over the short charging unreasonable freight rates and imposing discrimina
hauH None. tions. Ordinarilythecommonlaw, bywhich reasonable rates are 

But entire cities and sections suffer in the same way at the ex- demanded, would be all-sufficient were it not true that the rail
pense of the favored cities and sections. We find that the entire ways have grown too powerful for the individual or even the 
8tates of our country, especially those depending on smaller State to control 
towns and a rural population, are drained constantly to build up The Federal power alone, as far as interstate traffic is concerned, 
a favored few, and that an unequal d.istTibution of wealtp. is can cope wi.th_ the railways, and may an<="!- can control them if it 
brou(J'ht about concentrating in the hands of the few and m a would. It IB idle to say that we have tried the Interstate Com· 
few l~rger cities. Why is it that but few of our cities grow com- merce Commission and that it has failed. It has never been given 
mercially and the great majority are either on a standstill or the full constitutional power that it could ha-ye ~nder the i~te;-
going backward, especially in the South and West, if it is_ n?t the state-commer?e c1a?se of the F~deral Cons~1tut10n. Why IS. it 
blight of freight discrimination? If not the sole cause, it is the not clothed with thlS power? Is it the great mfluence of the rall
main cause. ways that prevents such legislation? Then let the people speak 

Transportation is a question of life and death with cities and by adopting party platforms that will make it mandatory for 
States as well as with individual business men. If one city or Congress to act. Here, then, is an opportunity for practical relief 
one St~te or one section has the ad vantage of freight rates over against the trusts, so called. Why is it not utilized? Bills looking 
its competitor, that citv, State, or section is going to prosper over to the strengthening of the Interstate Commerce Commission are 
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pending in both the Senate and this Honse, bnt they are not even 
considered in committee. Who is responsible but the party in 
power? 

The truth is that the Repnblican party is not serions ln its op
position against the trusts. Having a majority in both Honses 
of Congrern and the President, it has not only failed to use its 
power to legislate against trusts by removing the causes which 
build them up and maintain them, but it has actually helped to 
build them up and maintain them. It has placed the money of 
the country in th9 hands of bank trusts; it has placed the taxes 
on those who are least able to bear them, and exempted corpora
tions, and syndicates, and trusts; it refuses to suspend the tariff 
in cases where it builds up trusts and monopolies; it refuses to 
regulate interstate ~ommerce by strengthening the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and giving it the constitutional powera 
by which the people would be protected against the exactions and 
discriminations of the railways, and which would break up the 
trusts which thrive on freight diseriminations, and, lastly, it 
plunges the country into imperialism at the behest of the trusts, 
who want to exploit our island possessions. 

By their fruits ye shall know them. 
fLoud applause on the Democratfo side.] 
Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from North Carolina 

[Mr. KITCHIN] seven minutes. 
Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman from New 

York [Mr. RAY], chairman of the Judiciary Committee, was 
arguing in favor of this amendment, I called his attention to the 
fact that in 18 8 the Republican national convention adopted a 
p1ank in its platform against trusts. That platform was as fol
lows: 

We declare our opposition to all combinations of capital organized in trusts, 
or otherwise, to control arbitrarily the conditions of trade among our citizens. 

I further cslled his attention to the fact that in 1892 his national 
convention adopted a stronger plank against trusts, in these words: 

TRUSTS CONDEMNED. 

We reaffirm our opposition, declared in the Republican platform of 1888 
to all combinations of capital organized in trusts, or otherwise, to control 
arbitrarily the conditions of trade among our citizens. We heartily indorse 
the action already taken upon this subject, and ask for such further legisla
tion as may be required to remedy any defect in existing laws and to render 
their enforcement more complete and effectual. 
. I then called his attention to the fact that in 1896, when his 
party met in convention that year, the convention that nominated 
the present President of the United 8tates, it deliberately turned 
its back upon its platform declarations of 1888 and 1892 and 
omitted any reference to trusts. When I asked him to explain 
this change, the gentleman from New York [Mr. RA.Y] said per
haps they overlooked it. Ah, Mr. Speaker. they did not overlook 
it. They had those previous platforms there before them, and 
in my opinion· the reason they omitted any reference to trusts was 
because a different class of gentlemen controlled that convention; 
because the distinguished chairman of the Republican e~ecutive 
committee, Mr. HA.NNA, was there with his mighty cohorts and 
influences. 

They deliberately left out any reference to trusts. The spirit 
that guided Lincoln, Garfield, and Blaine did not influence the 
Republicans in that convention. They bad demanded in 1892 
further legislation upon the subject. They have been in the full 
possession of the powers of this Government for three years and 
more, and have allowed the months and the years to go by, until 
to-day, right in the closing days of the long session of this Con
gress, they bring in a proposed amendment to the Constitution, 
which we denounce as insincere,-as a subterfuge to mislead the 
American people, as a thing to parade before the public in this 
comin~ campaign. We say it has every earmark of being in
tended for that purpose, and for that purpose alone. 

To-day every trust in the United States pays allegiance to the 
Republican party and contributes to its campaign fund. Where 
is there a trust manager that is not Republican? Name a trust 
that does not give its support to the Republican party. 

The delegates in the last Republican convention by omission 
repudiated their hostility to trusts, by omission published to the 
world their submission to trust influences, and at once those in
fluences became the support of the Republican party. If suddenly 
every trust would turn its guns upon the Republican party, that 
party would vanish in a day. The fact that the Democracy with
stands and boldly attacks them attests her sound principles and 
her noble efforts for the people. Where is there a trust advocate 
in all this land who is a Democrat? 

Mr. RAY of New York. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. KITCHIN. I have little time, and if you will remember, 

you refused--
Mr. RAY of New York. Well, if you do not desire to yield, I 

do not ask you to. 
l\Ir. KITCHIN. All right; what is your question? 
Mr. RAY of New York. You were talking about what the 

Republican party had done and failed to do. I was here when 
Cleveland was President--

Mr. SULZER. Are youlollowing in his footsteps? · 
Mr. KITCHIN. IseethegentlemanfromNewYork [Mr.RAY] 

is not going to ask me any question pertinent to my argument. 
It appears that he wants to take my time rather than to get infor
mation. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Do you yield for a question or do you 
00~ . 

Mr. SULZER. Are you following in Cleveland's footsteps? 
Mr. KITCHIN. I will yield to a question pertinent to the point 

I am arguing. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Very good. Why w.as it, when Cleve· 

land was President and the Democrats had the Senate and House 
both, that the Democratic party did not do something in regard 
to trusts and monopolies? 

Mr. KITCHIN. The gentleman knows that it did take steps 
against the trusts; that prosecutions were begun; that the Wilson 
bill struck the trusts; and the gentleman also knows that we only 
had one Democratic Congress while Cleveland was President, and 
it dealt·with the great money question, and, by the way, in a 
manner contrary to my will, and it also dealt with other im
portant matters. :eut, sir, you· can not answer the .charge that 
I make against your party by asking me a question. · A gentle
man who has the information .and ability that ought to ch~rac
terize the chairman of the Judiciary Committee ought not to 
resort to anv such tactics as that. 

If he can answer the charges made against his party' of its 'in
sincerity in bringing in t.his amendment, he ought to answer, and 
not get off by asking another question, in order to lead the House 
a way from the charge that I made, that they introduced this reso
lution in order to mislrnd the country as to their po3ition on trusts. 
Every trust in this country is with your party; every trust man
ager is, as I have said, with your party. · I believe every one of 
them contributes to your campaign fund. Tell me that you se
riously intend to do any damage to the trusts! 

If you had intended to make a fight on them that meant any
thing, why did you not do so three years ago instead of wait
ing for the beginning of a Presidential campaign? It is becausa 
in the last few months the newspapers have been fighting the 
trusts, and the people have been waking up to them. Your 
party has been trying to convince the people that the silver ques
tion will not be discussed. The gentleman -knew his party had 
taken a position on imperialism that it can not defend before the 
people, and when he knew that we were going to force the fight 
on the trusts, he. to use the illustration of my good friend, the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON], played the cuttlefish and 
muddied the waters so aa to escape from the burden of the trusts 
which bears on the shoulders of his party, and from-which it can 
not escape. , 

Mr. RAY of New York. May I ask you another question? 
Mr. KITCHIN. If it is a pertinent question. 
Mr. RAY of New York. It is. Will the gentleman explain to 

the Honse and the country about this great Democratic Tammany 
Hall ice trust up in New York? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES. How about the oil trust? 
Mr. KITCHIN. Now, the gentleman has asked this question to 

get away from my point, and he knows it-still playing the cuttle
fish. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I am against ice trusts, coal trusts, and all other 
trusts. The Democratic party is against trusts, and every man 
in all the country knows it. For ·three years the Republicans 
have known they could rely for support in a real crusade against 
trusts upon every Democrat on this side of the House. Democrats 
have introduced bill after bill against them; but those bills in 
Republican committees sleep the sleep that knows no waking. 
During these three years the trnsts have constantly grown 
stronger, bolder, and more oppressive. Yet, in full control, the 
Republican party has for three years looked smilingly on, and 
now pretend to fight them by using blank cartridges. 

The Republican members of the Judiciary Committee have re· 
ported two measures; one a resolution pl'Oposing an amendment 
to the Constitution, the other a bill under the Constitution as 
it now is. As I am informed, the minority members of that 
committee, though containing some of the ablest lawyers in this 
body, were not consulted in any manner in the preparation of 
those measures. The Committee on Rules brought in a rule 
which absolutely precluded the privilege of even offering an 
amendment to the first measure, and the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] tells us it is a Republican measnre and must 
be voted on without the dotting of an '' i " or the crossing of a '•t." 

It is a Republican measure. It is, therefore, in my opinion, in
tended to delay hostility against trusts. Why, if that amend
ment should by any nieaus pass the House and Senate, and be 
submitted to the legislatures of the several States, then, while it 
was so pending. to every demand of the people to proceed against 
the trusts, the RepubUcans would reply, "We must wait till the 
amendment is adopted, giving us more power." The probability 
is it will not pass this House, and could not pass the Senate; but 
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should it pass, no one believes the State legislatures would ever As you wrote into your past platforms friendliness to silver and 
ratify it, since it requires approval by the legislatures of three- yet plied your dagger to its heart, so the people will know that, 
fourths oi the States, and if it is against trusts, certainly the w~ile y~u ~te hostility_ against the trusts in your platforms, yon 
trusts and Republicans would control more than one-fourth of will be msmcere, you will hug them to your bosom, worship at 
the State legislatures. their shrine, and give them the devotion of your services. From 

In the meantime the trusts would be expanding. Prominent Re- them you will draw your sinews of war, with their approval make· 
publican newspapers like the Chicago Inter-Ocean have declared your nominations, and in their interests shape your policy. 
that" it is inconceivable that it should ever be ratified." The Speaking of amendments to the Federal Constitution, why do 
Washington Post shares the same opinion. But such an amend- not the Republicans of this House report some of the Democratic 
ment will not pass this House. The Populist members will vote resolutions to amend it so as to allow without any uncertainty an 
solidly with us who oppose it, and the Republican party itself is income tax? We believe it should now be held constitutional, but 
not solidly for it. Why this opposition? Simply because we 

1 
you dispute it. Letusremove the doubt. Dothat and the trusts 

knowitis a piece of petty politics, not intended to harm the trusts, will kick. You will not do it. With your support such a resolu-
but calculated to mislead the people. tion would pass this House unanimously. 

If the Republicans wanted it passed they never would have put But, Mr. 8peaker, the other measure the Judiciary Committee 
in t~e first. section, be~use they knew _that everyone wh~ vo~d has reported. and on which we are to vote Sat:urday is a bill against 
againsttaxmgPortoR1can trade and believed thattheConstitution trusts, makmg the present laws more stnngent and effective. 
followed the flag would be violating his convictions by voting for This is a confession of what every one recognizes, that Congress 
this amendment. This amendment says that its powers shall ex- now has the power to deal with trusts and monopolies engaged i.ll 
tend to "all territory under the sovereignty and subject to the interstate and foreign commerce. · 
jurisdiction of the United States." Now, suppose that trust We hope to have this measure improved by adding to it the 
amendment should hereafter appear as a part ef our Constitution, amendments prepared by my friend from Arkansas fMr. TERRY], 
it would mean of course that that article was in force wherever which we think will make it sufficiently effective to destroy trusts, 
we had jurisdiction, and the other articles, not having such a if the Administration will only enforce it. But the Republicans 
clause. would by the ordinary rules of construction, on the prin- will probably defeat these amendments, for. they do not want a 
ciple that the naming of one excludes the other, be in force only law so strong against trusts as Judge TERRY'S amendments will 
here in the old United States, as they were four years ago. This make this bill. If they are against trusts, why has not the Ad· 
would be contrary to the known principles of Democrasy. Doubt- ministration been enforcing the present laws throughout the 
less this clause was inserted by the Republicans in order to country? Yet only a stray case here and there has been instituted 
strengthen their position that the Constitution does not extend to where hundreds ought to have been instituted. 
onr island pwsessions. However, this pending bill against trusts, called the Littlefield 

But surely they did not expect us to stultify onrseives by vot- bill, will be voted for by every Populist and every Democrat here, 
ing for it. Again, the other sections of this proposed trust even if we fail to improve it by amendments, as it is a step, though: 
amendment are the most dangerous words against State rights not a long one, in the iight direction. For any rea, earnest bill 

• or local self-government that within my knowledgo have issued against trusts we will vote. However, the Republicans, in order 
from a. committee of this Honse. Some time ago the gentleman not to offend the trusts during this campaign, waited till this late 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], in a signed published interview, day, when, after this bill passes the House, as it will, they have 
said: every reason to believe it will sleep in the Republican Senate until 

I repeat what I said before: I am opposed to any interference by Con- after the election. If they had wanted it to become a law before 
gressional action with the right of the States to organize, create, control, the campaign, why did they not report it early in this session, or 
limit, and regulate their own corporations in their own way, and for Con- why did they not brin~ it up in the last Congress? They had de-
gress to impair it by limitation upon the operation of State corporations " 
other than that which was enacted in the interstate-commerce law would be liberately, and doubtless for a strong purpose, omitted any refer· 
such a violation of the right of States that it is not to be thought of for a ence to trusts in their last national platform. 
moment. So much for these two measures. Mr. Speaker, the Democratic 

His consideration for the rlghts of the States is gratifying to party is not against wealth. It rejoices in the great enterprises of 
Democrats. the country, but it is against trusts. Thatman who by diligence, 

The second section of this trust amendment would practically industry, economy, and business ability and sagacity builds an 
blot out State lines. They give Congress power to define, regu- honest fortune is an honor and a blessing to mankind. He lives 
late, prohibit, or dissolve trusts, etc. Under that power Congress here and there throughout every State in the love and admiration 
could go into any State, and although a labor organization, a of his neighbors. The trust spirit does not shape his conduct. 
farmers' alliance, a partnership, or corporation might be a do- The true spirit of trusts is the real spirit of robbery, of unjust 
mestic one, and do no business outside of the State, Congress -greed for money. 

-~ould regulate and dissolve them and assume comp1ete jnrisdic- The trust system gathers money from millions without fair con-
tlon, and absolutely prevent the State from dealing with its own sideration. 
native concerns not engaged in interstrte or foreign commerce. Mr. Chairman, I do not condemn the hundreds of thousands of 
It also says the States shall have all tne powers they now have men employed by trusts. I believe thousands would quit the 
not in conflict with the laws of Congress. In other words, after n·nsts at once if they were assured of steady, permanent work 
taking all the power into the hands of the Federal Government, elsewhere at the same prices. They sympathize with all human· 

• it says the States may have the balance. ity, but must first provide for themselves and loved ones-condi-
Never would the Republicans have offered such a resolution tions confront them, and they must do the best for themselves. 

had they desired it to get Democratic support. The distinguished In my opposition to trusts, I refer to the corporations themselves,. 
gentleman from Texas fMr. BAILEY] told them in his able speech and to those who direct their policies and share the true trust · 
against it, if they would only strike out the first section and limit spirit. 
the other ;:10ctions to such corporations, monopolies, and trusts as The capital stock, including no one knows how much water, in 
engage in interstate or foreign commerce that they would get trusts and practical monopolies, without including railroads, 
every vote on this side of the Honse. But no; no change. We street railways, gas and electric-light companies, which are not 
must take their medicine or none. If any trust amendmentwhat- naturally of a competitive character, pf 265 concerns named in 
ever is needed, surely the proposition made by the gentleman from the New York World Almanac amounts to about $.5.000,000,000, or 
Texasorthatproposed bythedistinguishedgentlemanfromArkan- enough to buy the State of North Carolina, according to her tax 
sas (Mr. TERRY] would fully meet the situation. books, fifteen times over. There are probably 200 trusts not 

It appears that the other side deliberately prepared it for the named in that almanac. Many have been organized since its pub
purpose of making it so odious to Democrats and Populists that lication. 
none could support it, and having so made it, absolutely refuse to Nearly everything on the great markets is controlled by trusts 
allow an amendment to it to be even offered. They knew they except some agricultural products, and some of those which the 
would be asked about trusts, and therefore it was presented as farmer does not prepare ready for consumption are controlled by 
something not effectual, something against which trusts would trusts and against the interest of the farmer. 
not rebel, but something with which in the coming campaign Trusts are combinations of naturallycompeting concerns for the 
they hope to mislead the ignorant. You can not deceive the peo- purpose of controlling or fixing the prices of what they buy and 
ple. selJ. It is no bad purpose for two or more concerns to consolidate 

The roll call will show that the overwhelming majority of those for the honest purpose of simply.running their business more eco
who follow Chairman HANNA'S policies will vote for this amend- nomically. In many ways may wealthy men legally unite their 
ment in order to shelve the trnst question. But in this they will capital for good purposes. But when men combine to avoidcom
fail. petition, and to become masters of any industry, with power and 

You may this year again write into your national platform what purpose to fix prices· for their own greedy benefit at the expense 
you deliberately omitted four years ago-hostility to trusts- of the public, then the evil spirit of trusts is born. When h1gh 
but the conduct of your party contradicts such hostility. _You prices for their products are dictated above the prices of fair com· 
will do this from fear of the people, but they will not be deceive~: . -~etition, and low prices for the material they buy are set below 
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prices of honest competition, then the demon of injustice appears 
and robllery begins. Traffic with them is no longer upon fair con
tracts. 

The free judgment of two independent minds is no longer required 
in the business. The trust fixes the price, and its price setter 
whatever his position is, alone need be consulted. The other party 
has no voice in it. He must pay for his necessities trust prices, for 
he can buy from no one else. He must sell at trust prices, for 
there is no other to buy. He is "held up" and made to deliver. 
He may have to give the value of six days' work for what, with
out trusts, he could g.et for five days' work, or he may have to 
sell the product of six days' work for the price at which, without 
trusts, he could have sold the product of three days' work; but 
this he must endure under the trust system. Trusts have no 
souls; and as long as the Republican party controls, it is _apparent 
that they will not be answerable "for deeds done in the body." 

Just as a sample of their iniquity I quote the following item, 
which was recently published, showing how, under our high 
tariff on iron and steel manufactures, the steel and wire trust 
robbed our people: 

John W. Gates, manager of the steel and wire trust, testified before the 
Industrial Commission last fall that they were exporting their products and 
selling them at a less price to foreigners than to us. The exact figures are: 

Wire nails-American price, per keg, $3.40. 
Wire nails-To Canadians, per keg, $2.70. 
Wire nails (to ship abroad)-Export price, per keg, $2.14. 
Barb wire-American price, per 100 pounds, $4.13. 
Barb wire-To Canadians, per 100 pounds, $3.25. 
Barb wire-To Europeans, per 100 pounds, $2.20. 
Export prices are furnished by ex-Congressman J. D. W-amer, of New 

York. 

Doubtless in many other lines the American farmer has.been 
robbed by the trusts in excess of the robbery committed upon 
Canadian and Europeans, who have not the high protective tariff. 
Every newspaper bas felt the effects of trusts; every hotel and 
every livery has felt their effects; thousands of commercial trav
elers have felt their effects; thousands of independent business 
men have been compelled to succumb to their methods. As an 
illustration, take the conduct of the American Tobacco Company 
before it sold its plug interests to the Continental Tobacco Com
pany. 

It wa.nted to destroy competition in a certain class of medium 
plug tobacco, which cost the retailer about 25 cents per pound. 
It began making its Battle-Axe and other brands of plug tobacco, 
and put them on the marketatfrom 12to14 cents per pound, this 
being understood to be much less than its actual cost to the com
pany. It cost the great majority of manufacturers of similar to
bacco at least 18 cents per pound to make it and put it on the 
market and they sold it at about 25 cents per pound. 

The result was that in a short time these smaller factories, 
which were nnabl~ to compete with the Battle-Axe and other 
brands of the American Tobacco Company, which, for the purpose 
of destroying competition. was able to lose thousands of dollars, 
were driven to the wall Hundreds saw theirJ:msinesswrecked by 
the methods of this cempany. Afterwards some of these very to
baccos were advanced by the tobacco trust in price to the retailer 
to more than 100 per cent, or double their price when competition 
was being destroyed, the Battle-Axe brand going from less. thari 
15 cents per pound to more than 30 cents per pon ··r1

• 

A little further on 1 shall endeavor to show t. ... .; effect the to
bacco trust has had on the farmers. 

Mr. Chairman, in all ages a class-whether called pati·ician, 
royal, noble, aristocrat, or what not-embracing a minority of the 
people has sought, too often successfully, to. gather to itself un
earned the profits of the toil of the masses. Kings and tyrants 
have sought this by force, by conquest, by exorbitant levies of 
taxes, but in every instance they have relied for success upon the 
army, upon brute force back of their unjust demands. 'fhe Pre
torian guards and the Janizaries were fed and favored to obtain 
from the masses for the fewthesamefrnitsof toil which the trusts 
in a milder manner, but in the same spirit, wrench from the many. 

Perhaps the force system will never return, but the Adminis
tration's Philippine policy does not encourage us to hope it. The 
people of the highly civilized countries are too in_telligent _to ever 
again permit armies to overrule them. The means of cemmunica
tion, the rapidity of travel, and the spirit of .Americanism will 
forever prevent forcible extortion from ourselves or our children, 
unless the people"s representatives idly sleep upon our watch
towers and allow the plundering element to gradually increas6 
the Army until it becomes master of the people. 

With a progressive, intelligent population, the ancient force 
which collected tyrannous taxes would fail. Therefore, the same 
class of unjust plunderers of others' toil in our country were com
pelled to adopt a dev!ous, winding, half-concealed, oily method, 
Clear-headed men devised the trust system, and while honest leg
islators were off their guard, or incapable of foretelling the scope 
of their laws; secured such legislation as they ~aw fit. They may 
be chartered under laws, but their result; is none the less robbery 
and extortion than if done by help of drilled soldiers. 

The system seized many of the wealthy as if by contagion. To 
many of them watering stock to be palmed off on the public was 
glorious; but to those brainier ones, whoforgreedputtheirbusiness 
into truEtts, the power of controlling and dictating prices was su
preme joy, as they contemplated the unearned millions which the 
system would for them fleece the people, who must submit to their 
prices. Must they always submit to trusts? It is true the present 
laws against trusts are not enforced, because, in my opinion, the 
authorities charged with their enforcement sympathize with the 
trusts. 

Mr. Chairman, in my opinion it will require a higher class of 
patriotism and a higher class of ability to destroy the extortions 
of trusts than it ever required to destroy the tyranny of armies. 

Mr. Chairman, my district, while being one of the best manu· 
facturing districts of the South, is also a large tobacco-growing 
district. I know that one is apt to underestimate his biessings 
and overestimate his troubles: but the farmers of my district think 
they do not get half for their tobacco t~at they got ten and fifteen 
years ago. 

The Government's statistics show that in 1890 the tobacco 
product of the United States was 522,215, 116 pounds, and its value 
was :543,100,532, or a little over 8! cents per pound, while in 1898 
the product was only 403,004:,320 pounds, and the price was 
$24,258,070, or just about 6 cents a pound. In other words, the 
product had decreased 24 per cent. and, contrary to all laws of 
supply and demand, assuming the demand was normal, the price 
decreased 25 per cent. 

I could get no later statistics than those for 1896, as it seems the 
Department, not being satisfied with the manner in which these 
estimates were obtained, abandoned them until the ensuing census. 
Statistics are not required tof)rove the great fall in tobacco prices. 
You can ascertain that fact by inquiring of any farmer in the 
golden tobacco belt of Virginia and North Carolina. You will 
find that other causes than supply and demand have affected 
prices of tobacco. Many will tell you the increased value of gold 
has had its effect, but tha·!; does not fully account for the great 
fall in tobacco prices. All farmers, in my opinion, will tell you of 
another cause. 

Webster·s Weekly, one of the most accurate newspapers in my 
State, in its issue of November 23, 1899, contained the following 
in an editorial: 

What we do assert is that the American Tobacco Company h.as the nower 
and does fix the price at which the grade of tobacco known as" cutters" i9 
sold. We have shown by the testimony of representative tobacconists on 
the Danville, Reidsville, and Winston markets that the first year that the 
trust was formed the tobacco crop was 25 per cent short, and as a result all 
grades advanced an average of 25 per cent except cutters, which declined 
one-fourth in value for want of competition. 

An organ of the trust having asserted i1} the spring of 1890 that the farm
ers were getting more for their cutters than they did before the combination 
was formed, we addressed the following inquiry to leading tobacco men in 
Danville. Reidsville'!,..,..8.?d Winston with the view of getting at bottom facts: 

"MY DEAR Srn: Kindly write me if in your opinion this is a full crop of 
tobacco. li not, how much is it short? 

"Are the prices paid for all grades of tobacco used on your market the same 
as was paid at the beginning of the present.tobacco year? 

"Respectfully, etc., _ r • 

. "J. R. WEBSTER." 
In reply to the above, the late W. N. Shelton, whose memory is cherished 

by all who knew him, wrote: 
DANVILLE, VA., May 13, 1890. 

DEAR Srn: In reply to your letter of the 10th instant, I beg to say I think 
the tobacco crop of 1889 is about 25 per cent short of an ave1-age one. Since 
the collllilencement of the tobacco year there has been an advance of 25 per 
cent on all grades of-tobacco except cutters, and on this grade there has been 
a decline of at least 25 per cent from the highest point. 

Respectfully, 
. W. N. SHELTON. 

Messrs. E.G. Moseley & Co., the well-known leaf dealers, of Danville, re· 
plied: 

"As to prices, we have to say, since last December there has been a steady 
advance in all grades of manufacturing»stock nntil it has reached an advance 
in price of fully 25 per cent. 'I'his advance, however, does not apply to the 
grade of leaf known as 'cutters,' for in this grade there has been a very per
ceptible decline since the date mentioned. We thinJr this is the only grade 
of stock that has shown the least decline; in fact, the only grade that has not 
advanced in price. The cause of this is too well known to the trad~ for us to 
refer to it in this letter." 

We will reproduce one other reply: If 
WINSTON, N. C., May 12, 1890. 

MY DEAR Srn: We do not think this is a -full crop of tobacoo, but there 
will b3 as many pounlls sold on our market as we ever sold. We think the 
present crop lacks at least 20 per cent of being a full one. All grades of to
bacco sold on this market have advanced 30 per cent since the beginning of 
the present tobacco year, with the exception of cutters, and they have de-
clined from 5 to 10 cents per pound, according to quality. · 

Respactfully, et-0., 
THE R. J. REYNOLDS TOBACCO CO. 

I have here an article from an experienced tobacconist, Mr. 
J. F. Jordan, of Greensboro, in which he clearly shows that in the 
fall of 1889 good "cutters" were selling for 30 cents a pound, and 
that now the same grade sells for about 12 cents a pound. Having 
been intimate with the tobacco trade during all this time,.he_at,
tributes this great declin~ in price to the American Tobacco CQm ~ -
pany, which was organized in 1890. _ · t:.;£..;f""-' 

The question arises, How has this company effecte_d. ~l:i~se : re;-" 
sults? It was organized in 1890 in New Jersey Its cap~~lization 
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is about 875,000,000. The Continental Tobacco Company was or
ganized in New Jersey ·in 1898. As I understand, it is a plug
tobacco concern, with a capitalization of about $100,000,000. The 
American Tobacco Company, practically controlling the cigarette 
and smoking tobacco market, has the power to dictate the prices 
for "cutters." Such tobacco must reach its factories. It can say 
to the growers of such tobacco, So much and no more shall you 
have for it. Under these circumstances independent dealers dare 
not handle such tobacco. 

On the markets men are placed by the company to buy cutters 
at prices fixed by it, without important competition. In effect it 
says to the farmer: ''You may grow this tobacco, but not a pound 
shall you sell except at prices fixed by me; for am I not running 
this cutter business? Squeal when I put down prices. Icarenot; 
I am after millions. I have the power to set the price, and do not 
you forget that I will set it so low that my greed shall be satis
fied. To-day I can fix the price at which you must sell your next 
crop of cutters. Where is my competitor? Have I not absorbed 
him, or bought him, or driven him to the wall? Your children 
may suffer, but I must squeeze millions out of you. In vain may 
you pray for the return of thehigh prices of fifteen years ago, but 
while I hold sway they shall not return." 

The Continental Company closely follows the American Com
pany, but in other grades of tobacco. These two companies have 
undertaken to control the tobacco business, and have largely 
succeeded. They buy their material-raw tobacco-at their own 
price. They sell their products at prices fixed by themselves. 
Was ever tyrant in all the world's history better equipped to en
force his exorbitant demands? 

The sugar trust says to the farm~r, "You may have sugar, but 
at my price; for am I not the king of"sugar? Where is my competi
tor? Have I not destroyed him?" The oil trust says, " You may 
have oil, butatmy price; forwhereismycompetitor? Have I not 
driven him out of business?" A hundred other trusts shout, 
"Where are our competitors? Have we not bought them or slain 
them?" 

The people, year after year, especially the great agricultural 
classes, are robbed by trusts and become poorer, while the true 
wealth they earn is drawn from them to swell the fortunes of 
their oppressors. To maintain their existence the , trusts can 
easily afford to give the Republican campaign committee every 
Presidential election year $50,000,000, which is not one cent on 
the dollar per year of their wateJ:"ed stock. They can coerce and 
intimidate thousands of their employees to vote the Republican 
ticket. What should be done in this situation? The Republican 
party, in my opinion, will do nothing effectual against the trusts. 
It has in three years done nothing against them of importance. 

H. 0. Havemeyer, one of the sugar-trust men, told the Industrial 
Commission that ''the mother of aU trusts is· the customs tariff 
bill." I think many of them are attributable to the Republican 
tariff act to a large extent, but some of them are not. However, 
the tariff that fosters trusts should be abolished; but the Repub
lican party has offered no bill to modify their Dingley Act. 

The people demand a President ancl Congress upon whom the 
trusts have no strings. They want an Administration that will 
further antagonize the trusts and enforce the laws against them. 
They want a Congress that wil1 go to the utmost lengths under 
the Constitution to destroy trusts, for when that is .done trusts 
will go. They want an Administration that will consider the cir
cumstances of average men, of the great masses, and not estimate 
the prosperity of the country from the condition of its trusts and 
multimillionaires. As we are drifting to an endless eternitj. let 
us for the benefit of h uma.ni ty make not a sham but an honest effort 
to remove from our country the trust system of oppression. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, it has over and over again been 
declared upon this floor during this debate, by those who ought 
to know better, thaf Congress has ample authority to regulate 
and control all trusts and to prevent the organization of others, 
and also that any State can prevent the operations of a trust 
within its borders, either by refusing it incorporation or by ex
cluding it if chartered by another State. 

A little investigation will suffice to show the fallacy of both 
these positions. The existing Constitution of the United States 
confers upon Congress power ''to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations, .and among the several States, and with the Indian 
tribes." The Supreme Court of the United -States has over and 
over agaiil decided that that takes away from the States the 
right to regulate or interfere with, or control in any way, or 
even to tax, commerce between one State and another. 

Thus, in the case of Robbins vs. Shelby County Taxing District, 
which you will find in 120 U. S. Reports, at page 489, it was lield 
that one State could not prevent drummers from selling, by sam
ple, goods from another State, the court holding that the negotia--

tion or sale of g.oods which are in another State for the. purpose 
of introducing them into the State where the negotiation is made 
is interstate commerce and can not be restricted by the State into 
which it is sought to introduce them. 

A similar case coming up from Texas you will find simiJarly 
decided in 128 U.S. Reports, at page 129. 

Again! in Crutcher vs. Kentucky, reported in 141 U.S. Reports, 
it was held that a State law forbidding a corporation of another 
State from carrying on its business of interstate commerce 
within the State of Kentucky was lmconstitutional and void. 

And again, in a case coming up from my own State, Brennen 
vs. City of Titusville (153 U.S. Reports, 289), it was held that a 
manufacturer of goods carrying on his business of manufactur
ing in one State can not be prevented from sending his agent into 
another State to solicit orders for their sale. . 

Two other cases that I recall from my own State are conclusive 
upon this subject. In Western Union Telegraph Company vs. 
Pennsylvania, in the first opinion written by Chief Justice Fuller, 
himself a Democrat, it was held that Pennsylvania could not pre· 
vent nor restrict nor tax the business of sending telegraphic mes
sages from one State into another. And in Norfolk and Western 
Railroad Company vs. Pennsylvania (136 U. S. Reports, 114) it 
was declared that Pennsylvania had no authority to prevent a 
railroad company of the State of Virginia from having an office 
and transacting business in Philadelphia, because that business 
was in aid of interstate transportation. That opinion also was 
written by a Democrat-Mr. Justice Lamar. To use the language 
of a former chief justice of Pennsylvania, I might cite, not a cur
rent, but a perfect torrent of authorities in support of the propo
sition that no State can exclude the business of individuals or 
corporations of other States or countries, provided that business 
is interstate or international in character. 

On the other hand, there is a commerce wholly within the State 
over which Congress has no power whatever, as held in the Mis
sissippi case, reported in 133 U. S., 587; Grain Elevator vs. 
New York, 143 U.S., 513, and scores of others. Thus, Congress 
can not regulate the business of mining or of manufacturing 
carried on wholly within one State. so that if a single corpo
ration or trust should combine under one management all the 
manufacturing or mining industries within an entire State, Con
gress would be powerless to prevent, while, on the other hand, 
if that trust should seek to dispose of its products in other States, 
neither the State in which the trust exists nor the other States in 
which it sells its products can interfere, because such sale of 
products and their transportation from one State into another is 
interstate commerce, wholly within the power of Congress to 
control. · 

From this it readily appears that neither Congress nor the States 
have absolute power in the premises. An act of Congress, reen
acted by each one of the several States, might effect a result, but 
of course such harmony of action it is absolutely impossible to 
secure. Therefore,. in order to secure the complete control and 
regulation of these so-called trusts, it is found necessary to amend 
the Constitution of the United States, and the Republican mem
bers of this House will, to-morrow at 5 o'clock, put themselves on 
·record in favor of the adoption of an amendment to read thus: 

SECTION 1. All powers conferred by this article shall extend to the several 
States, the Territories, the District of Columbia, and all territory under the 
sovereignty and subject to the jurisdiction of the United States. 

SEC. 2. Congress shall have power to define, regulate, control, prohibit or 
dissolve trusts, monopolies, or combinations, whether existing in the form 
of a corporation or otherwise. The several States ma.y continue to exercise 
such power in any manner not in conflict With the laws of the United States. 

SEC. 3. Congress shall have power to enforce the provisions of this article 
by appropriate legislation. 

Every gentleman upon this floor must know that every great 
trust must not only transact some business wholly within one 
State, but at the same time transact business between two or 
more States. An oil trust to be successful must control the pro
duction of oil in Pennsylvania, New York, West Virginia, and 
Ohio, and it must sell its refined product in every State in the 
Union. The great tobacco trust must operate in the States where 
the tobacco is produced and the States in which it is manufac
tured and in every State where it is consumed. 

And so with nearly all the great trusts. They must transact 
some business wholly within a State~ for instance, that of mining 
or of manufacturing, over whl.ch Congress has no jurisdiction. 
At the same time, they must, in the disposition of their products, 
have dealings with the citizens of other States, over which the 
States themselves have no jurisdiction. The proposed constitu
tional amen_dment would give to Congress absolute power in the 
premises to correct such evils as do now, or may hereafter, exist 
as the result of these vast aggregations of capital. 

The Republican party believes in carrying out the promise 
made in its party platforms, and the Republican majority in this 
House will vo~ solidly in favor of this constitutional amendment, 
but it will not cauy because it requires a two-thirds vote. The 
Democratic party has become so accustomed to voting against 

,every wise and needful measure proposed from the Republican 
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side that its memters will vote solidly against this proposition 
and defeat it by preventing it from receiving the necessary two
thirds. There has scarcely been a day during my three years of 
service in this body that gentlemen upon the Democratic side 
have not declaimed against trusts. They declare against them in 
their party platforms, inveigh against them from the stump, and 
declaim against them upon this floor. 

But mere declamation will not dissolve a trust, nor regulate it, 
nor control it, nor in any way prevent it from committing the 
evils of which complaint is made. During the eight years of 
Cleveland's Administration, during part of which time the Demo
crats were in absolute control of all branches of the Government. 
not a single attempt was made to put down trusts. In 1889 a 
Democratic committee of Congress investigated.the subject and 
reported that trusts were so numerous and rapidly increasing 
that they could not even name them. Instead, however, of pro
posing any remedy, they reported that the C01;llmittee was unable 
to agree and had concluded to refer the subJect to a subsequent 
Congress. Now, when for the first time an opportunity' is pre
sented to do something practical, the gentleman from •rennessee 
(Mr. RICHARDSON], the Democratic leader upon this floor, rises 
in his place and, amid uproarious applause from the members on 
that side, declares their intention to vote solidly against this pro
posed constitutional amendment . . 
. The Republican majority in this House has the power and pro
poses at 4 o'clock on Saturday of this week to pass a bill embody
ing all the powers possessed by Congress upon this subject of the 
control of trusts. The gentleman from Tennessee says that the 
Democratic members are opposed to that bill, but will vote for it 
in its present form if they can not secure amendments to suit 
themselves. We have all noticed, however, that even since he 
made that statement, himself and all his followers have voted 
solidly against the rule to take up that bill, which rule was neces
sary to secure its adoption at this session. . 

The Democrats have practically abandoned hope of success on 
the 16 to 1 silver issu€1. Their so-called anti-expansion theories 
are not acceptable to the people, because n<3 further expansion is 
contemplated except expansion of our trade and commerce .. The 
Democratic party had therefore 1·esolved to make the trust ques
tion the main issue in the coming Presidential campaign. The 
hollowness of their pretenses and the insincerity Of their promises 
in that regard have already been shown, and Republican per
formance, which the Democrats did not anticipate, almost entirely 
rnbs. them of their last hope. Their course in opposing this con
stitutional amendment and in trying to prevent the consideration 
of the bill emphasizes and makes plain to the people throughout 
the land their hypocrisy, and it is no wonder that the remarks of 
the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. KITCHIN], who has just 
taken his seat, sounded like the wail of a lost political soul. He 
1·ealizes, as his remarks plainly.show, the hopeless plight in which 
his party finds itself by the exposure of its insincerity and deceit. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY], the ex-Democratic 
leader upon this floor, complimented us this morning by saying 
that some gent1emen on this side were guilty of hypocrisy and 
some were rascals, but none of us were ever fools. The course of 
his own party upon this subject is such that he might well have 
confined his compliments to that side of the House without the 
qualifying limitation, for if ever there were a lot of political 
fools-if ever there was a party guilty of political folly and of 
blunder worse than crime, those political fools and that party 
stand out in plain sight upon the Democratic side of the House. 
Their crime against the people stands exposed. Notwithstanding 
all their professions of animosity, their friendship for the trust 
stands out in bold relief by their action to-day, as indeed it has 
throughout the entire session; for have we not seen them at every 
turn voting in favor of propositions to aid the great sugar trust, 
precisely as they did in the adoption of the Wilson-Gorman tariff 
·bill , which gave to that greatest of all trusts a clear advantage of 
ever 25 per cent? 

Now, upon this subject of trusts I think it pertinent at this junc
ture to refer to another trust favored by the Democratic party, 
and which I think is a standing menace to the people and to the 
prosperity of the United States, and that is the voting trust or 
monopoly, which flouri shes in some sections of this country, not
ably in Mississippi, where 22,365 gentlemen constitute a syndicate 
which is enabled to send seven members to sit on the floor of this 
House, with a like proportion of members in the electoral college, 
in which, under our Constitution, the President and Vice-Presi
dent of the United States must be chosen. One or two other 
States, we are told, have or are about to follow the Mississippi ex
ample. 

Mr. GAINES. How is it you never send a colored man to Con
gress from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. OLMSTED. There is no Congressional district in Penn
sylvania in which there is a preponderance of colored voters. 
The proportion is very small in our State, but ~very colored man 
is given the right to vote as he pleases and to have his vote hon:-

estly counted. He is not, by reason of his color, excluded from 
participating in the election of Congressmen, nor from holding 
office himself. 

Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question. . 

Mr. OLMSTED. What is it? 
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. I would like to know if the election 

laws or the laws controlling the rights of suffrage in Mississippi 
are not very similar to the act providing for and controlling the 
right of suffrage in the Territory of Hawaii? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I have not carefully compared-
Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Does not the act passed by the Re

publican majority of this Congress provide that before a person 
can vote in Hawaii he must have paid taxes and be able to read 
and write the English language? 

Mr. 0 LMSTED. There is this difference between the provisions 
of that act and the constitution and laws of Mississippi, namely, 
that no person in Hawaii who ever had the constitutional right to 
vote has had that privilege taken away from him; and the Ha
waiians who are not permitted to vote will not be permitted to be 
counted in determining ihe representation of Hawaii on this fl.001· 
or in the electoral college, if ever it shall become entitled to such 
representation. 

Mr. BO REING. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow · 
me a suggestion? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 
Mr. BOREING. Is it not expressly provided in the Hawaiian 

act that the election laws shall be nonpartisan? 
Mr. FINLEY. No; that was stricken out. 
Mr. BOREING. I will remind my friend that the bill was 

amended on the floor at the suggestion of the Democratic leader 
on the other side. 

Mr. FINLEY. It was stricken out in conference; and if the 
gentleman will read the bill, he will see that it is true. It was 
stricken out at the suggestion of Republicans in the House and 
Senate in conference committee. 

Mr. BOREING. It was put in at my suggestion, ".and I said I 
would stand by it. I was unavoidably absent at the time of the 
conference and was not a ware of the action of the conference 
committee. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I am sorry, Mr. Speaker, that the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. 8PIGH1'l who opened the debate .this even
ing in opposition to this amendment, is not in his seat now. I am 
so1Ty that other Representatives from Mississippi are not present 
at thls session, because they~ or some of them, are gentlemen who 
at all times in discussing our retention of the Philippines and 
Porto Rico, and in legislating for the government of those prov
inces, loudly insist that all just government derives its powers 
from the consent of the governed. I wish to call their attention 
to the extent to which "the governed" in Mississippi are per
mitted to express their choice in the selection of those who govern 
them. · 

Mr. FINLEY. I would like to ask the gentleman this question. 
Mr. OLMSTED. Very well. 
Mr. FINLEY. The gentleman is from Pennsylvania. I would 

like to ask him if there are .not to-day in the State of Pennsylvania 
charges and countercharges being made by various factions in the 
Republican party as to bribery, fraud, and corruption in politics 
in the city of Philadelphia t.o a .greater extent than has ever been 
made in any other part of the United States? 

Mr. OLMSTED. No, sir; that is not the fact. The fact is that 
there were some charges made of election frauds in Philadelphia. 
Eiection frauds perpetrated by Republicans in Pennsylvania are 
so unusual that the charges made a grnat sensation. They were 
made by Republicans. The guilty parties were prosecuted by 
Republican officers before Republican judges, and were convicted 
and sent to the penitentiary. 

Mr. FINLEY. Which wing of it did the prosecuting, the reg
ulars or the irregulars? [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. OLMSTED. That is a matter that does not concern the 
gentleman from Kentucky. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] 
They were Republicans. Whatever difference there may be upon 
other points, all Republicans agree when it comes to a question of 
prosecuting for election frauds. . 

Mr. FINLEY. I h&ve been reacling the Philadelphia North 
American and PhiladeJphia Inquirer, and I get my information 
from both of these papers. 

1\Ir. OLMSTED. If you read them both, you get both sides of 
the question and can exercise your own judgment. [Langhteron 
the Republican sidel You will at all times derive great benefit 
from the reading of epublican newspapers. · 

Mr. SNODGRAS . I would like to ask the gentleman a ques-
tion. . 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 
Mr. SNODGRASS. I want to ask about tlte proposed resolu

tion. You say that the resolution provides that Congres? shall 
have power to define a combination, whether existing in the form 
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of a corporation or not. Now, suppose that in the gentleman's to the best interests of all the people shall be declared illegal, and 
own State a corporation should take out a charter to mine coal, regulate, control, or prohibit, or, if necessary, dissolve the offend· 
and, its.mines being some 5 or 10 miles from a main line of railroad, ing corporation, combination, or trust. 
should operate a small line of road to connect with tho main line. Mr. SNODGRASS. Another question, if the gentleman will 
Suppose your State should grant that kind of a charter, would you permit. This resolution declares that "the several States may 
assume that this ·rnsolution would give Congress the power to continue to exercise such power in any manner not in conflict 
classify that corporation as a combination? with the laws of the United States." Does the gentleman think 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think it would be a corporation-- that if that provision should become a law of the land Congress 
Mr. SNODGRASS. Would Congress have power to classify it could then pass such laws that would make it entirely imprac-

mi a combination? ticable for States to pass any laws with reference to this subject? 
Mr. OLMSTED. That does not necessarily follow. Mr. OLMSTED. This resolution is not intended to derogate 
Mr. SNODGRASS. This resolution provides that Congress from the powers of the States any further than may be necessary 

shall have power to" define, regulate, control, prohibit, or dissolve to enable Congress to provide for the control and regulation or, if 
trusts, monopolies or combinations, whether existing in the form need be, the dissolution of trusts. The intention is to confer upon 
of a corporation or otherwise." Congress power which does not now exist in any State or in Con-

Mr. OLMSTED. A single corporation, incorporated for the gress. 
purpose of mining coal and operating in addition 10 miles of rail- Mr. SNODGRASS. The gentleman has been so very courteous, 
road necessary to get its c.oal out to the main line, might not be will he allow me to ask one more question? 
found a very dangerous combination. A coal company, under the Mr. OLMSTED. I can not yield much longer. I am occupying 
constitution and laws of Pennsylvania, is permitted to operate a the floor too long. 
short line of railroad where necessary to enable it to get the prod- Mr. SNODGRASS. Suppose Congress should pass a law defin-
uct of its mines to market. ing trusts or combinations and should enact that only Federal 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I ask the gentleman whether in his opinion, courts should have jurisdiction of offenses under that law upon 
if this resolution should pass, Congress would have power to define complaint filed or authorized by the Attorney-General, would the 
that kind of a corporation as a combination? gentleman assume that it would then be competent for the State 

l\fr. OLMSTED. Congress would never under this proposed to enact a law contrary to that? 
constitutional amendment define a case of that kind to ba an inju- Mr. OLMSTED. It is expressly provided in this pToposed 
rious combination or trust-one corporation merely owning a amendment that "the several States may continue to exercise 
single coal mine and the necessary branch railroad to get its coal such power in any manner not in conflict with the laws of the 
to market; but if two or more corporations should attempt to go United States," which I think is sufficient answer to the gentle
together for the purpose of controlling the entire coal output or man's question. 
the entire railroad facilities, that would be nearer what the gen- Mr. SNODGRASS. It is provided that the power of the State 
tleman seems to be driving at. shall continue where not in conflict with the Federal statute. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. If such a corporation should carry on also Mr. OLMSTED. Now, Mr. Speaker, if my time has not ex· 
the business of selling goods or dealing in merchandise, could that pired--
corporation be called a combination? The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's time is not lint 

Mr. OLM5TED. I will tell the gentleman from Tennessee of ited. 
a single corporation that might be called a trust or a combina- Mr. OLMSTED. ,I wish to return for one moment to the con· 
tion, and that is the Tennessee Coal and Iron Company, in his stitution and laws of the State of .Mississippi with reference to 
own State. The present Democratic governor of your own State, elections. The present constitution of that State, which has dis
who recently retired from Congress to take that position, said franchised the great mass of voters in that Commonwealth, was 
upon the floor of this House that while a member of the St.ate leg- adopted by a convention which sat with closed doors, keeping no 
isJatnre he had taken great pride and pleasure in helping to incor- records of its discussions, and the so-called constitution was never 
porate and form that corporation. I investigated the matter and submitted to the people, the majority of whom were practically 
found that in its present form it is the result of the merger and disfranchised by its provisions. The laws which have been passed 
consolidation or purchase of nearly all the other coal and iron under that constitution beat anything we have ever seen or heard 
corporations in Tennessee and Alabama joined in one, undoubt- of, practica.lly placing it in the power of the election or registra
edly for the purpose of controlling the output and price of coal tion board toimposeasortof civil-service examination upon every 
and iron. I suggest that to the gentleman as a monopoly or trust man whose vota they desire to exclude. 
whose operations can not now be reached and whoily controlled by One person, for instance, was found wanting because he was 
either the State legislature or the Federal Congress, but would be unable to satisfactorily answer the inquiry "Who was Queen 
made subject to the power of Congress by the pending amend- Elizabeth's husband?" He was not entirely certain upon that 
ment, against which you propose to vote when_the roll is called at subject, but that he had some intelligence was shown by the fact 
5 o'clock to-morrow afternoon. that he suggested that the identity of that person could not have 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I call the gentleman's attention to the fact any proper weight in determining the question of his right to 
that this resolution says that Congress shall have power to define. vote. Another was asked for whom he wanted to vote, and when 
regulate, control, prohibit, or dissolve combinations. Now, I he answered that he desired to exercise his privilege on behalf of 
simply ask the gentleman's opinion whether under that power the Republican candidate for Congress, he was asked, ''What is 
Congress would have the right to define as a combination a car- "Congress?" He answered," Why, Congress is the people." He 
poration engaged in mining c9al and transporting it over, say, 10 was then asked, "What do Congressmen do?" and he said, 
mHes of railroad? "Why, they play cards, drink whisky, and ride on railroad 

Mr. OLMSTED. I do not think that Congress would ever de- passes;" and yet, with all that display of intelligence, be was re
fine one corporation owning one coal mine and 10 miles of railroad fused the right to vote or to register. [Laughter.] · That consti
in order to put its coal on the market-I do not think that Con- tution was adopted in violation of the act of CongTess of 1870, by 
gress would eveT define that as an injmious or harmful combina- which that State was restored to represrntation in this body. It 
tion under the terms of this re3olution. But let me say that if is claimed that that act of Congress was unconstitutional. 
yon will give Congress this power, then as long as a Republican Mr. SMITH of ·Kentucky. Now, Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
majority may be in control (which I hope and believe will be for ask the gentleman what he thinks of the Supreme Courb of the 
a long time to come) you need have no doubt that the definitions United States that declared that system of elections and that State 
adopted under it will be proper and the legislation such as ought constitution valid? 
to be passed .. (Applause.] Mr. OLMSTED. There is no Supremo Co"urt of the United 

Mr. SNODGRASS. What I asked the gentleman was not States that ever declared that, or anything of the kind. 
whether Congress might or might not do a certain thing, but Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. Yes, there is. 
whether under the Constitution it would have power to define Mr. OLMSTED. I am perfectly familiar with the case to 
such a corporation a5 a combination? which the gentleman refers, but the questions which I have raised 

Mr. OL:MSTED. The gentleman need not have any fear for were not squarely raised in that case, and some of them were not 
such small fish as that. The pending resolution is aimed at mo- raised at all. The question as to the adoption of that constitution 
nopolies and trusts. - was not before the court, and whatever may be said of the act of 

Mr. SNODG RA.SS. But if this resolution shall become pru:t of 1870, it can not be denied that that act was violated on the part of 
the organic law, will Congress then have power to declare that the State of Mississippi. That State came back under that act. 
sort of a corporation a combination? It accepted that act. It adopted a constitution in compliance 

Mr. OLMSTED. The pending resolution is not intended to con- with the provisions of that act, and came back to representation 
vert the Co~·GRESS. ION AL RECORD into a rival of Webster's Dic-1 here in tlus body upon that understanding. After being restored 
tionary. The plain intent is not that Congress shall define the to representation it proceeded to violate the act of 1870, and 
meaning of the wcrrd "combination" or of the word" trust," but adopted a new constitution without equal in the United States; 
that it shall define what character of combination, or of trust, or land which practically deprives the people of that State of a re
of corporation, and what ope:mtions conducted by them contrary publican form of-government. 
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Mr. KITCHIN. Will the gentleman allow me a question? Congress might be reduced until it bears some relation to the 
Mr. OLMSTED. Yes. number of people you permit to vote for Congressmen. 
Mr. KITCHIN. The gentleman is aware that the Supreme Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. What has that got to do with this 

Court has held that the States were never out of the Union. trust law. You can not give us representation based on those 
Mr. OLMSTED. The gentleman will not deny that there was who vote. There is no compulsion of a man to vote. 

a time when Mississippi and other States were not entitled to rep- Mr. OLMSTED. If Mississippi had less Congressmen, there 
resentation on thfo floor. would be a less number of votes cast against this measure intended 

Mr. KITCHIN. There was such a period. for the regulation of trusts. That is one thing that it has to do 
Mr. OLMSTED. And they came back under express conditions with it. Now, let us look at the matter. In the FiTst Mississippi 

which they have not chosen to observe. district, comprising 8 counties, with a population of 145,315, the 
Mr. KITCHIN. Those conditions, as the gentleman well knows, present genial Representative received 2,469 votes and none were 

were not binding in the light of what the Supreme Court has registered a~ainst him. In the Second, comprising 9 counties and 
held. The gentleman 1.-nows that when a State gets into the l'i0,912 population, the sitting member received 2,9±9 votes. His 
Union she is the equal of the State of Pennsylvania or New York Republican opponent received 58. The able gentleman who repre· 
or any other State. sents the Third district received 2,068 votes and his Republican 

Mr. OLMSTED. At the time when the State violated that ob· opponent 373. This district contains 10 counties and 184:297 popu· 
Ugation there had been no judicial dec'.sion upon the subject. lation. 

Mr. KITCHIN. The case of Williams against Mississippi, I Ill the Fourth district, comprising 13 counties. with 213,236 
think, clearly sustains the constitution of Mississippi. That case population, the present member had i:S,431 vott:s. No Republican 
was decided here two years ago. votes were counted. They seem to have been cast for the Popn· 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Justice McKenna delivering the opinion. list, who had 1,020 votes. The able and courteous gentleman who 
Mr. KITCHIN. Justice McKenna delivering the opinion. upholds the interests of the Fifth district received 4,943 votes and 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. To whom does the gentleman his Republican opponent 142i in a district of 12 counties, with a 

from Pennsylvania yield? population of 224,t:H8, while the Populist was held down to 20. 
Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. I was out and have just come in, In the Sixth district the present member had 3,227 votes and his 

and I did not hear what the gentleman said about the Mississippi Republican opponent 327, in 13 counties, with 166:913 population. 
constitution. That constitution has been passed upon by the ~u· As I have already shown, my good friend from the Seventh was 
preme Court and held to be good. returned without any trouble by a little syndicate of 2,378 mem· 

Mr. KITCHIN. As one of the gentlemen who represents the bers, and even that was a good deal more than was necessary, as 
State of Mississippi has come in, I will yield the floor to him. I his Republican opponent had only 171, in 9 counties, with 186,692 

Mr. OLMSTED. The floor is not yours to yield. I will tell the population. 
gentleman from Mississippi, however, what I have said about that I have no objection to these gentlemen individually. They are 
constitution. I said, among other things, that it was adopted with able and at all times courteous and in every way attractive and 
closed doors. pleasant associates. But is it fair that of a population of 1,291,983, 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi I deny that statement. according to the census of 1890, 22,365 men shall do all the voting 
Mr. OLMSTED. That they kept no journal of their proceedings. and be represented by seven members in Congress and in the elec· 
Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. They did keep a journal. toral college? The gentleman says there is no law to compel a 
Mr. OLMSTED. I challenge you to produce it. man to vote. The trouble is that their present constitution and 
Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. I have not got it with me. laws render it practically impossible for a Republican, whether 
Mr. OLMSTED. No; and you can not get it, for there is none white or black, to take any active part in the elections. 

in existence. This system is already spreading and is about to be further ex .. 
Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Of course, I have not got it here tended to other States. It is unfair to the people of the States 

with me; one was kept. concerned and unfair to the people in the other States of the 
Mr. OLMSTED. I mean a. record of the discussions showing Union. as it puts into the hands of a. comparatively small voting 

why that provision was adopted. The constitution in question is trust the possible power of controlling Congress or even a Presi· 
such that 3,278 gentlemen in your district were enabled to elect dentfal election. Gentlemen argue that it is a. matier for each 
and send you to Congress, while your Republican opponent was State to determine how many of its people shall be permitted to 
permitted to receive but 171 votes. Think of that! Three thou- vote and upon what conditions. But it may well be that justice 
sand two hundred and seventy-eight men were enabled under that to other States and to the whole country demands that representa4 
constitution to send a. member here to Congress to represent nine ti on in Congress shall be based to some extent upon the voting 
counties. having a popula.tion in 1890 of 186,'692. population, and that 22,000 men shall not, as in Mississippi, be 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Is there any law or constitution entitled to the same representation as if they numbered ten times 
re~ufring men to vote? • as many. 

Mr. OLMSTED. No; but there is a. provision in the Constitn· But to retum to the particular kinds of trusts sought to be 
tion of the United States which was intended to permit some of reached by this amendment. Great aggregations of capital may 
the citizens of Mississippi to vote. often be used for the benefit of the public. Thus, great railroad 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Yes; and if you or any other gen· enterprises can not be conducted without them. They are often 
tleman states that there is a man in Mississippi who can not vote useful in extending the markets for the products of our mines 
according to his wishes when he qualifies himself to vote, then and manufactories into other countries and in many other ways, 
you state that which you know nothing about. lt is only when their operations are harmful that we seek to re4 

Mr. OLMSTED. Well, I have read the constitution of Missis- strain them. Thus, the ice trust over in New York, which, as 
sippi and have paid some attention to it, and the gentleman knows warm weather approaches, is doubling the price of ice to the poor 
and will not deny that what they call the constitution of that consumer. . . 
State was never submitted to the people of that State and is with· Such a monopoly is, of course, injurious. It can not be reached 
out their consent, and has in effect denied the right of suffrage to by Congress under the Constitution as it now exists. It is no 
those who previously voted and had a right to vote. wonder that our Democratic friends from that State oppose this 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Not if they qualified. amendment: for it appears that the D.amocratic mayor of New 
Mr. OLMSTED. You have made it impossible for them to York is the owner of 4,000 shares in that trust, his brother, the 

qualify. Democratic candidate for governor against Theodore Roosevelt, 
Mr. HENRY of Mississippi There are a great many constitu· also holds 4,000 shares, and other leading Democratic officials are 

tions that were never submitted to the people. in it, and Tammany is back of it. The Democratic Senator, or ex· 
Th1r. OLMSTED. I believe that no State constitution can Senator, from Montana. is one of the kings of the copper trust. 

properly be wholly chan~ed without submission to the people. Havemeyer, the president of the sugar trust, and the leading offi· 
The last constitution of Mississippi which was submitted to the cers of most of the great trusts are Democrats. Their friends in 
people-the one that was in force when that State was restored to Congress can hardly be expected to vote for this amendment. 
representation in Congress-express]y provided that it should not While traveling in Virginia last fall a prominent commission 
be amended even in the smallest particular without the submis- dealer in leaf tobacco told me that the business was now inju4 
sion of such amendment to the people, and yet you have amended riously affected by the fact that there is practically but one pur· 
it out of existence without permitting the people any right to vote chaser-the tobacco trust-which buys only when it pleases and· 
upon the change. upon such terms as it chooses to dictate. It not only deprives-

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman allow me to question him the tobacco grower of a fair market, but it also drives out the 
again? small manufacturer, and in many ways affects injuriously both 
. ~r. ?-ENR! o~ Mississippi. Are you. going to repea~ the Jiiis· t!:ie producer and the consum~r <;>f. tob~cco. So far as its opera. 

sISs1pp1 constitution? What are you gomg to do about 1t? tions are conducted wholly withm a smgle State, it can not be 
Mr. OLMSTED. That is a question which was asked years ago reached by Congress. Sp far as they consist of transactions be· 

by a prominent Democrat in New Yodr. I will tell you what tween two or more States1 they can not be reached by either of 
might be done about it. The representation of your State in the States. 

XXXlII==::-397 
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This amendment is necessary for the regulation of the (~bacco 
trust, the oil trust, the sugar trust, and nearly every other great 
trust, but it will be defeated, because the Democrats in Congress 
wi tl vote solidly against it, and they have a sufficient number to 
prevent it from receiving the requisite two-thirds. Their action 
upon this resolution and in oppos~ng the rule for the consideration 
of the bill relating to trusts will render it more easy for us to over
come them in November, and as sure as the sun rises on election 
day, so sure will the Democratic party be buried beneath the 
arctic mosses of the political tundra abutting upon the shore of 
the historic river of.saline appellation. [Applause.] 

M.r. RAY of New York. We have occupied about an equal 
amount of time! and I hope that some gentleman on the other side 
will occupy some time. · 

Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
LEVY]. 

Mr. LEVY. In announcing my intention to vote against this 
amendment, I desire to state that I do so because I believe that 
the laws now in force, if vigorously executed, would remedy all 
the evils attributed to trusts. LApplause on the Democratic 
side.] 

This amendment gives to Congress the sole power to define, 
regulate, control, prohibit, or dissolve trusts, monopolies, or com
binations, whether existing in the form of corporations or other
wise. 

Congress thus has absolute control over every business enter
prise in the United States and can at will define whether it is a 
trust, combination, or otherwise and this centralization of power 
infringes not only upon the rights of States to define; within their 
own boundaries what shall or shall not constitute a trust or com
bination, but grants it the power to interfere with individuals, 
their business, and business connections. and however innocent a 
combination among tradesmen may be for their own protection, 
Congress may inquire into its motive and punish the offenders, 
notwithstanding that it is in no sense a trust in the ordinary and 
obnoxious acceptation of the word. 

Labor itself would not be safe from the inquisition of Congress, 
for all combinations of labor to maintain a fair and just wage 
would be subject to the provisions of this amendment. 

Congress, if its present majority feels called upon to invest it 
with power to correct evils which seem only now, on the eve of 
an election, to have become apparent, should amend the tariff 
law, which is the great promoter of tmsts, by discriminating 
against the monopolies which in their judgment oppress the peo
ple, and thus correct the evils which they claim now exist. 

Publicity and the prevention by State legislation of overcap
italization are the two remedies which would cure all that is bad 
in combinations of business and capital, and I am in favor of both 
of these rsmedies, but I am not in favor of vesting in Congress by 
an amendment to the Constitution a power which, in view of the 
decision in the Addyston pipe case, is not only unnecessary, but 
which is dangerous and a menace to the rights and property of 
the individual. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

:Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
GAINESJ 
· Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to insert just here the fol-
lowing speech of Mr. Bryan on this subject: 

WILLI.AM JENNINGS BRYAN AT OHIO.AGO '.rRUST CONVENTION. 

There were loud calls upon Colonel Bryan to l'espond to Mr. Foulke, and 
he did so, saying: 

I would not occupy the time again but for the fact that the gentleman 
from Indiana fl\Ir. Foulke] has referred to a plan which I suggested, and I 
am afraid that be does not fully understand it. . 

Jnst a word in regard to the plan. I want to repeat that it was not pre· 
sented as the only plan, nor is it necessarily the best plan. It is simply a 
plan. · I was sorry that when the gentleman got through destroying this plan 
he did not suggest a better one. Political agnosticism is of no great benefit 
to the public. Not to know what to do is often a. convenient position to oc
cupy, but it contributes very little to the settlement of a. question . . 
· l\Iy plan is this: First, that the State has, or should have~ the right to cre
ate whatever private corporations the people of the State aesire. 
. Second, that the State has, or should have, the right to impose such limita
tions upon an outside corporation as the people of the State may think nec
essary for their own protection. That protects the right of the people of 
the 'State to say, first. what corporations they shall organize in their State, 
and: second, what corporations they shall permit to come from other States 
to do busines..q in their State. 

Third, that the Federal Government has, or should ha.ve, the right to 
icpose such restrict ions as Congress may think necessarr upon any corpora
tion which does business outside of the State in which it is organized. 

In other words, I would preserve to the people of the State all the rights 
that they now have, and at the same time have Congress exercise a concur
rent r emedy to supplement the State remedy. 

When the Federal Government licenses a corporation to do business out
side of the State in which it was or~nized, it merely permits it to do busi
ness in any State, under the conditions imposed by that State, in addition to 
the conditions imposed by the Federal Government. I would not take a.way 
from the _J>eople of the State any right now existing, but I would have the 
Federal Government and the State government exercise the powers that 
may be necessary to annihilate every monopoly. 

I do not agree with the gentleman that you can not annihilate a. monopoly. 
I believe it is possible to do so. While the gentleman was speaking, I could 
not help thinking of the lines of a song. While he was destroying every rem
edy suggested, and yet presenting no other, I thought of the lin~s: . 

"Plunged in a gulf of deep despair, 
Ye wretched sinners lie." 

. 

Now, it is a great deal easier t-0 find fa.ult with a remedy proposed than to 
propose a remedy which is faultless. Macaulay-I think he is the author of 
the re~ar~-has said that if any money was to be made by di:;pnting the law 
of gravitation, able men could be found to write articles against the truth of 
that law. I have no doubt that any remedy that is proposed will be as&Lnltcd 
But those who be~eve that the trusts must go will accept the best remedy 
they can find, try it and then accept a better one, if a better one is proposed, 
and keep on trying until the people are protected. 

Now, this is a conference. We have not met here to destrnv the trusts. 
~very l?-W for the annihilation <?f the trusts must be secm·ed through polit
ical action. We are here to discuss these questions. We are here to con
trib~te what w~ can andt_o hearwhatothershave to say. Weare bereto 
consider.the var1o~s r".med1es proposed. I am not sure t he remedy which I 
propose 18 unconst1tut1onal. I am not sure that the Constitution wo~d pro
hibit such an act of Congress as I suggest. Suppose that Congre53 i-hould 
say that whenever a corporat.ion wants to do business outside of the State it 
must apply to and recei_ve from some body, created byCongress for the pur
p_ose, a license. to do b1~smess. Suppose the law should provide three condi
tions npon which the license could be issued. 

1. That the evidence should show that there is no water in the s tock· 
. 2. That the e!idence should sbo>y that the corporation bas not atte~pted 
m the past and is not now &ttemptmg to monopolize any uranch of industry 
or any article of merchandise: and 

3. Providing for that publicity which everybody has spoken of and about 
which everybody agrees. 

Suppose that is done. Who is here to sa.v that such a law would be un· 
constitutional? The Supreme Court in decfding the Knight case. did not say 
that a broader law than the present one would be uncons titutional. It is 
t-rue ~here are things in the decision which suggest tha t, but un til that qnes
t10n ~presented to the court, you can not say that tha cour t has passed 
upon it. 

It is also true that Justice Harlan, .in h.is dissenting opinion, assumed that 
a bro~der law would be held unconstitutional; but no one has a right to say 
that if .such a law o.s I suggest. we'.!'e passed and r e>iewed by the Supremo 
Court, it would be held unconstitnt1onal. But, snpporn the la.wis passed and 
held unconstitutional, then we can amend the Consti tution. 

The gentleman suggests that it is a difficult thing to get two-thirds of both 
Houses and three-fourths of the States to favor such au amendment. 

That is true; it is a difficult thing, but if the people want to destroy the 
trusts they can control two-thirds of both Houses and three·fonrths of the 
States. But what is the alternative? Sit down and do nothing? Allow them 
to trample upon you, ride roughshod over you, and then thank God that you 
still have some life left? The people are told to be contented but I think 
content:::nent may be carried too far. ' 

I beard of a man once wpo had been taught to be contented with his lot, 
and finally became very poor and traded off his coat for a loaf of bread. Be
fore he.had a chance t~ eat.tht: bread a dog came along and snatched it away 
from him. He felt a. httl~ md1gnant at first, but finally that feeling of con
tentment cs.me back to hun, and as he watched the dog turnaround a corner 
in the road carrying the bread away, he said: "Well, thank God, I still ha.ve 
my appetite left." 

.Now, the-re are som~ people who se~m to think we ought to be satisfied 
with anyt.hmg. My friends, the American people are entitled to the best 
that there is. The American people are entitled to the best system on every 
subject. I beneve when these questions are presented to the American peo
ple the_y will selec~ and secure th~ best system. I do not believe it necessary for 
us to sit down qruetly and pernnt a great aggregation of wealth to strangle 
every competitor. 

· I do not be~eve tha~ it is in accordance with our dignity a.a a paople or in 
a~co~dance '!Ith the rights of the people to say.that because a great COI'J>OTa
tion IS orgamzed, therefore, it should be pernnttcd to go into the field of a 
rival, underi:ell it until it bankrupts it, raising the money by higher prices 
somewhere olse. I don't think it necessary for us to do that. 

I have only suggested a plan. It may not be the best plan. If you have 
anything better, propose it. If there is any amendment that yon can think 
of that will improve it, suggest it. I am anxious to apply a remedv. 

Let me su~gest one other thing that I believe will ue a step in ·the riaht 
direction. The great trouble has been that, while our platforms denon'Ilce 
corporations. corporations control the elections and place the men who a.re 
elected to enforce the law under obligations to them. 

Let me pro~ose a remed~-not a rem~dy, but a step in the right direction. 
Let the laws, l:::\tate and national, make it a penal offense for any corporation 
to contribute to the campaign fnndof any political party. Nebraska has such 
a law, passed two years ago. Tennessee has such a law. passed two years ago 
Such a measure was introduced in the State of New York, but so far it h~ 
not become a law. 

You remember the testimony taken before a Senate committee a few years 
ago, when the bead of the sugar trust testified that the sugar trust made it 
its business to contribute to campaign funds, and when asked to which one 
it contributed replied that it depended upon circumstances. 

''To which fund do you contribute in Massachusetts?" was asked. "To 
the Repnblic..'ln fund." "To which fund in New York?" "To the Democratic 
fund." "To which fund in New Jersey?" and the man replied "Well I will 
have to look at the books: that is a doubtful State." ' ' 

Now, that is almost a literal reproduction of the testimony of one great 
corporation on the subject of campaign contribution. I do not mean to say 
that that r.emedywill be~ c01:npleh one, b~t I believe that !"hen you prevent 
a corporation trom contnbuting to campaign funds you will make it easier 
to sec:ure remedial legislation1 bec!lnse some. coryorations are compelled to 
contribute; they at:e bl:i.ckm~e<l mto contr1buhons, and such a law would 
protect a corporation that did not want to contribute, and also prevent a. 
corporation from contributing that did want to contribute. 

If the people are in earnest they can destroy monopoly, and yon ne>er can 
do anything in this country until the people are in earnest. When the Amer
ican people understand what the monopoly question means I believe there 
wi~ be no pow.er, political, financial, or otherwise, to prevent the people from 
taking possession of every branch of Government, from President to the Su
preme Com·t, and making the Government responsive to the people"s will. 

SPEECH OF W. J. :BRYAN AT :BALTIMORE JANUARY 20, 1900. 

But I must pass to the trust question. 
If there is one here who is opposed to an industrial trust and does not un

derstand that the principle underlying the industrial trust is exactly the 
same as the principle underlying the money trust. I ask him to study the 
question. ~en a ?Jlan asks me to ~et down on his little platform. opposing 
merely the mdustr1al trust, I tell him to get up on our b1,oadllatform that 
opposes all trusts-the money trust, the industrial trnst, an the interna
tional land-grabbing trust. [Applause.] 

I want to suggest to the Republicans here that until three yeafs ago they 
never h.eard ~Republican advocate a trust; but now they can hardly hear a 
Republican aenonnce a trust. What has made the change? Republicans 
can you guess? [Laughter.] Let me suggest the reason for it: For the last 
three years the Republican party has been i'l power, and while in power 
these great monopolies have grown with more rapidity than ever before. If 
a Republi~n denounces a trust now somebody a-sks him: "Well, why don't 
the Repnbhcans put them down?" And therefore the Republican has to be 
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a. little careful a.bout denouncing the trust. And when yon hear the Repnb· 
lican speak now, he generally tells you that there are good trusts and bad 
trusts, and then he spends l word denouncing the bad trust and 16 words 
warning you not to hurt the good one. [Laughter.] 

That is what you find to-day. I am reminded of a. picture that a mother 
once showed to her boy to impress upon hislouthful mind the sufferings of 
the Christian martyrs. Th~ picture showe the lions tearing Christians to 
pieces in the arena. The child looked at the picture for a moment, and then, 
as he thought he had caught the idea, bis face brightened up, and, pointing 
down into one corner of the picture, he said, "Why, mamma, there is one 
poor little lion that is not getting a bit." [Applause and laughter.] You tell 
Republicans that the people are suffering from the trust, and they look at 
the picture, and then they see one trust that they think is not getting its 
share, and then all their sympathy goes ont to that poor little "hon." 
[Laughter.] 

Ask a. Republican why his party does not pass a law against trusts and he 
will tell you that there ls a law now on the statute books. Well, then, yon 
point out a trust and ask why that trust is not destroyed and he will tell you 
that the law does not quite reach that case. [Laughter.] It reminds me of 
a little boy at the table watching his father help the plates. As his father 
helped one plate the boy asked, "What! All that for grandma?" And the 
father said: "No, my son; this plate is for yon." The boy rejoined, "Oh, 
what a little bit!" [Laughter and applause.) 

My friends, if any ltepnblican here believes that the Republican party is 
~oing to destror, the trusts, I want to remind him of something I read over 
m Ohio. Now, 1f yon want to find out what the Republican party is going to 
do, don't ask a little Republican; ask that big Republican up to whom all 
little Republic.ans look every morning and say, "Give us this day our daily 
opinion." f Applause.] I was over in Ohio and I ran across some speeches 
made by Mr. HANNA. (Hisses.] 

Gentlemen, don't do that way; Mr. H.A.NN A bas himself complained that his 
Senatorial dignity is not properly respected. [Laughter.] In one speech Mr. 
HA~A said that we really don't have any trusts, and then in another speech 
he said that the trust is a natural evolution of business, necessary for the 
manufacturing interests of the United States; and then, as if he thought pos
sibly he hadn't covered the entire ground, he added, "but don't be afraid of 
the so-called trusts; if they are injurious, we will take care of them." [Laugh 
ter.] 

Think of it! ., Don't be afraid of the so-called trusts; if they are injurious 
we will take care of them." I don't like to bring an accusation against a. 
great man, but, my friends, I feel it my duty to tell you that the sentiment 
contained in that assurance was borrowed from one of 1Esop's Fables. A 
farmer was building a hen house for the protection of his chickens, and a fox 
came alont:r and said: "Don't waste your time on hen houses; go on with 
yom· plowmg, and we will take care of your chickens; we understand the 
chicken business.'' Don't be afraid of foxes, we will take care of the chicken 
business. [Applause.] 

There are three defenses: There are no trusts; trusts are good; don't be 
afraid of so-called trusts; but if they are bad, we will take care of them. It 
reminds me of a man who was sued for returning a kettle cracked, and he put 
up three defenses; he said he never borrowed the kettle; in the second place, 
it was cracked when he got it, and third, it was good when he took it home. 
[Laughter.] 

Is it possible that the people can be deceived by this jugglery? And yet 
there are men to-day in the Republican party who oppose the trusts and are 
confidently waiting for the Republican party to destroy_ them. Why, if the 
'Republican· party destroyed the trusts. it would destroy the hen that lays the 
golden egg in campai~ daysi and the Republican party would not kill a hen 
that laid a silver egg if it corud get the egg. [Laughter and applause.] 

:Now, the question we have to decide is whether a monopoly in private 
hands is good or bad. If it is good, then we ought not to try to destroy the 
trusts. Bu~t.my friends, I do not believe that any candid man, studying this 
question, will come to the conclusion that a. monopoly in private hands is 
good. Not until God sends us angels to take charge of the monopolies will 
we dare to trust monopoly in frivate hands, and from our experience with 
those who have taken charge believe that they oome, not from above, but 
from below. fApplause.] 

lf they are 'Dad are you going to say you can not help yourselves, that you 
most submit to the trust or to the monopoly? No, my friends; the Amer· 
icau people do not have to snbmit to anything -that is detrimental to their 
welfare. [Applause.] In a government like ours if things are bad it is be
cause theJ>eople permit them to be so, and you can destroy the monopoly 
when you want to. The trouble is that the monopoly never makes an open 
warfare in its defense, but secretly controls the instrumentalities of govern
ment and thus protects itself from prosecution. 

I want to remind you that there is a difference between the being made bv 
the Almighty and the corporation created by man. Every monoply rests 
upon a corporation, and corporations are creatures of law. They have no 
rights except those rights granted by the people, and the people who create 
the corporations have the right to place upon them such limitations as mav 
be necessary for the protection of the public welfare. Let me show you the 
difference between the natural man of flesh and blood, created by the Al· 
mighty, and the fictitious person, called the "corporation," created by man. 

When God created man He did not make the ta1lest man much taller than 
the shortest; He did not make the strongest man much stronger than the 
weakest; but when man created the corporate man he made that corporate 
man a hundred, a thousand, aye, sometimes a million, times greater than the 
natural man. When God made man He placed a limit to his existence, so that 
if he was a bad man he could not be bad long; but when man created the cor
porates man he raised the limit on age, and sometimes the corporation has 
been made perpetual. When God .made man He breathed into him a soul and 
warned him that in the next world he would be held accountable for deeds 
done in the flesh; but when man made the corporate man he was careful not 
to give him a soul, so that if he can esca:pepunishm&ntherehe need not worry 
a.bout the hereafter. (Great appfause.J 

And then this man-made giant was sent out to compete with the God-made 
man. The R~publican party has taken the side of the man-made giant, and 
because it will contribute liberally in the campaign, the Republican party 
protects it from prosecution after the campaign is over. If these great ag
gregations of wealth take the side of the Republican party, then it seems to 
me that the God-made men had better look out for themselves. [Applause.] 

CONGRESS HAS THE POWER NOW. 

Yon ask me what you can do. I do not mean to say that there is but one 
remedy, nor do I mean to sa~ that theI"e is no better remedy than the one I 
sugg:est; but I believ~ th~re i.s an e.asy remedy that will make monopoly im
possible. The Constitution has given to Congress control over interstate 
commerce. There are certain things which the State can do-and I would 
not take from the State a single power that it now has-to destroy the trusts. 
[Applause.] Place upon tho corporation from the outside doing business in 
the State such limitations as the people of the State may think necessary for 
their protection. I will go further than that. 

I believe the State should be permitted if it pleases to exclude any outside 
corporation from doing business in the State, for while the natural man in 
different States may compete with one another, I do not believe tbat an in· 

dividual in one State must suffer competition with a fictitious person crested 
in another State, and regulated by laws beyond the reach of people living 
outside of that State. But after the State has done all it can, I believe the 
power will not be complete over monopoly, for the State can only stop the 
monopoly at the State line, and if a monopoly has forty-four States in which 
to work, it may be able to get along without the forty-fifth; but if you will 
stop the corporation when it attempts to go out of its own State, there can 
not be any monovoly, because it is shut out of the other forty-four. 

And I believe that Congress has the J>OWer, and ought to exercise it, to say 
that no corporation organized in any State shall do business outside of that 
State until it secures permission from Congress or some body created by it, 
and that permission can be granted only when the corporation shows that 
there is no water in its stock, and that it is not attempting to monopolize 
any branch of business or the production of any article of merchandise. 
(Applause.] Then make all the transactions of the corporation public by 
regular reports. I believe you can thus prevent the organization of a pr1 . 
vate monopoly. Bnt if these conditions are not sufficient, you can add con
ditions that are sufficient, because I believe that monopoly in private hands 
is bad; and that being so. it can not be tolerated, and that therefore you 
must devise and enforce such remedies as will be sufficient for the protection 
of the people. 

But, my friends, there is still a newer question than the trust question. 
We had the trust question in 1896. The pnnciple was the same then as now; 
but we have more trusts now; therefore the question is more important. 
The flea question is just the same in principle. whether there is one flea or 
whether there are a million; but the flea question becomes more important 
as the number of fleas increases. (Laughter.] And so the question was the 
same in 1896 as it is now: but as there are more trusts to·day, the question bas 
become of more importance to the people; and men who couldn' t see what 
was goin~ on in 1896 are able to see now; those who didn't feel what was 
going on m 1896 feel what is going on now. In the earlier campaigns in Ne
braska I had the aid of the traveling men; I appreciated their support. 

I tell you, my friends, you c~n not find a body of men of higher mtelli1rnnce 
than the traveling men; and I do not know of any persons who talk as much 
and as well for the money they receive for it as the traveling men. [Ap
plause.l I was glad to have them with me in the earlier campaigns: I was 
sorry they were not with me in 1896. I remember that in this hall there 
were gathered many traveling men who were on our side-men who under
stood what the money trust meant to the farmer, and, by protecting the 
farmer from a money trust, were protecting themselves also from the same 
principle applied to the other industries of the nation. 

But most of the traveling men were against us in 1896, and they were 
preaching that all we needed was Republican success; that we would then 
have prosperity, and all men, including traveling men, would be happy. 
There are many traveling men who in 1900 will not travel over as much 
ground as they did in 1896, but they will speak with more earnestness. [Ap
plause.J For they have seen what monopoly means, and many of them have 
more time to study and discuss public guestions now than they have had for 
many years. [Laughter and app!ause.J 

IMPERIALISM. 

But there are questions which are entirely new. We have had two ques
tions forced into the arena of politics since the war. They are new questions 
questions which the American people have not had a chance to consider. and 
I want to dwell on theni for a little while to-night. The first is the size of 
our standing Army. How mauy soldiers did we have in the Regular Army 
in 1896? Twenty-five thousand. Twenty-five thousand soldiers were enough 
for a Republic of 70,000,000 of people, and yet in December, 1893, the President 
asked Congress to authorize the rah>ing of a standing army of 100,000, an 
army four times as great. 

What does it mean? It means a gigantic step toward militarism in the 
United States. Is it possible that the people can see this step taken without 
alarm? Heretofore we have depended upon the citizen soldier; he has been 
our anchor; we have said we would do what was right, and then, if we had 
trouble, we could call upon our citizens to defend the nation. But now we 
are to have a hired soldiery like the nations of Europe, an army four times 
as great as the army that we had when the Republican party came .into 
power, and this, of course, was to be made without consulting the people, 
because, if you look at the platform of the Republican party in 1898, you will 
find that there was no plank in there asking for an army of 100,000, or for any 
increase in the standing army. 

Why do we need a large army now? Why? They say that it is because 
of the new policy upon .which the nation has entered. But have the people 
decided to enter upon a. new policy? There has been no vote by the people 
since the President's policy has been declared. This message asking for 100,-
000 soldiers for the Regular Army was sent to Congress a month af~er the 
election at which the present Congress was elected, and the J!eo:ple have 
never decided upon the foreign policy that is relied upon to justify an army 
of 100,000. But, my friends, if we have imperialism, we shall have militarism; 
if we have a policy that reaches out by force and drags under the fl.a.g nnwill
ing subjects, it will be necessary to have a large army to keep those peo:ples 
from making faces as they swallow benevolent assimilation. (Applause.J 

And therefore these questions can be treated together. If we do not have 
imperialism, they can not justify a large army. If we do have imperialism, 
you will never see the day when we have a smaller army than we have now. 
There are some who think that we have no right to discuss the Philippine 
question while the war lasts. I want to read you something on this snbJect. 

And before reading this to you I want to remind you that the Republican 
party is trying to adopt the policy of imperialism without first asking the 
opinion of the American people upon the subject. This Congress was elected 
in 1898, and when this Congress was elected the treaty of peace had not been 
signed. The treaty of peace between this country and Spain was signed on 
the 10th day of December, a month after the election of the present Congress, 
and the question of imperialism has never been submitted to the American 
people. 

Yet Republicans tell you you dare not sav a word in condemnation of the 
policy of the Administration; that you shall have this policy fastened upon 
you and that everybody who likes it shall be allowed to say amen, but that 
those who do not like it must keep still. It is a new doctrine in the United 
States, it is a new doctrine that you can not criticise a public servant or a. 
party in power. And for the benefit of those Republicans who have been 
making abusive remarks about men who protest against imperialism, I 
want to read an extract from a speech made by Abraham Lincoln when he 
was in the Congress of the United States during the war with Mexico. 

The war had been in progress for twenty months, and yet Abranain Lin
coln made a speech against the policy of the President. When I read what 
Lincoln said, I feel that I have not lived up to my opportunities in the way 
of criticism. He says, "The President feels the blood of this war, like the 
blood of Baal, is crying to heaven against him." That is pretty severe. And in 
another place, speaking of the President, he says, "And this shows that the 
President is in no wise satisfied with his own position. ~ 

First he takes up one, and in trying to "argue us into it he argues himself 
out of it." That lS pretty harsh, it seems to me. to say against the Presi· 
dent. But then he added, "He knows not where he is; he is a bewildered, 
confounded. and miserably perplexed man; God grant that he may be able 
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to show t.hat there is not something about his conscience more painful than 
all his mentllol perplexity." 

Now, that is what Lincoln said against the President; and yet yon know 
the people elected that same Lincoln President twelve years afterwards. And 
there a.re Republicans now who think that he was a. great man, only that he 
did not have the benefit of these modern conditions. 

Ah, my friends, it will be a sad day when the people of this nation are not 
able to criticise their public servants. It will be a sad day when every 
act of every public servant can not be brought before the bar of public opin
ion. I read a speech the other day in which a man said we must not criticise 
the President here because the Filivinos do not understand free speech, that 
when they read anything said in tblS conn try against the President they sup
pose that tho President must be in a. minority or else he would not permit 
that thing to be said. [Laughter.] Do you see the philosophy of it? When 
this race comes into contact with an inferior race that does not understand 
free speech, then, instead of lifting them up and making themJ;o understand 
free speech, we are to be denied free speech because they can not understand 
it. [Applause.] 

I want to distinguish between expansion and imperialism. Republicans 
try to hide behind the word expansion. They sa.y we have e~anded in the 
past. Yes, my friends, this Government has expanded. This nation has 
secured contiguous territory, territory suitable for settlement by American 
people, and that new territory has been settled and built up into States; hut 
when we have expanded heretofore we ha.ve extended the limits of a repub
lic. Now we are asked not to expand the limits of a republic, but to aspire 
to an imperial destiny and convert a republic into an empire. [Applause.] 

Be not deceived. 'There is nothing in the past like that which we now are 
asked to embark upon. Heretofore we have had no expansion that separated 
citizens into two classes. Heretofore when people have come in they have 
come in to share in the destiny of this nation. This is the first time that we 
have been told that we must cross an ocean, conquer a people, drag them 
under our flag, and then tell them they are never to be citizens, but are to be 
subjects, and to be treated with kindness by our people. [Applause.] 

It is the first time it has ever been proposed. And what defenses do you 
hear made of it? Well, I have heard three defenses: First, thereis the finan
cial argument, thatthere is money init; then there is the religious argument, 
that God is in it, and then there is the political argument, that we are in it 
and can not get out. [Laughter and applause.] I ha\e never heard any other 
argument, and I will venture the assertion that if you will take the speech 
of an imperialist a.nd analyze it you will find that all his arguments will come 
under one of those three heads, that there is money in it, that God is in it, 
or that we are in it and can ~ot get out. 

Take the money argument, that there is money in it. It is the lowest 
argument ever made in defense of a public policy. The argument of dollars 
and cents, the argument that is blind to ethics and only looks for money. 
Republicans, has your party fallen to so low a state that it will attempt to 
settle a question of so great moment by the measure of dollars and cents? 
And yet the man who attempts to settle this question in that way, and who 
says that it will pay, has upon him the burden of proof to show, first, how 
much we will spend, and, secondly, how much we will get. He must show 
that we will get more than wowill spend or it will not pay; and then he must 
show that the men who spend the money we spend will get the money we 
make. H~ can not show either. He can not show we will get back more than 
we spend; and if he could show that, he can not show that the men who 
spend the money we spend will get back the money that comes from an im
perial policy. 'l'he expense will come from all the people-the income will 
come to the syndicates that are organized to develop the Philippine Islands. 
[Applause.] 

But, my friends, how is he going to show what it will cost us? Who can 
tell the cost of a wa.r of conquest? Who can tell how much it will coot to 
conquer and hold in subjection 8,CXK>,000 Malays 7,000 miles away from our 
shores, scattered over 1,200 islands, living under a. tropical sun and fighting 
from the protection of the jimgle, and who can tell how often we will have to 
repeat the chastisement? Who can te11 how long it will be before they will 
fall in love with our idea of a military government? Ah, my friends, the man 
who says it will pay must show first how much money we will spend and 
then he must show you how many lives it will cost, a.nd then he must tell you 
how much a life is worth. 

When he tells you it will pay, he must put a money value upon each Amer
ican life. Republicans, I dare you to put a. money value upon an American 
lifel [Tumultuous applause.] When a boy dies for liberty, his mother 
thanks God that she has born a son for so noble a sacrifice; but where is a 
mother who will rear sons to exchange for oriental trade at so much a head? 
[Applause.] 

I want trade. I want to expand our trade by peaceful means, but I would 
not put one American boy on the auction block and sell him for all the trade 
of the world. [Applause.] And yet the man who says it will pay must be 
prepared to figure 'vit~J:1<'.il how much the boy is worth. 

They say that these · els will furnish homes for our surplus population. 
Think of it; 60 people to the square mile over there now and 20 people to the 
square mile here. [Laughter.J Furnish homes for our surplus population. 
Why, my friends, when it is possible for people to pass freely from the Plu1-
ippine Islands to the United States, and from the United States to the Phil
ippine Islands, there will be more Malays coming to this country to bring 
their oriental habits and compete with An:\erica.n labor than there will be 
Americans going over there to li\e in the Tropics. Other nations have tried 
it. England has the island of Jamaica southeast of here. There are 600,000 
black people alone there and less th:in H,CXK> whites. The Netherlands have 
controlled Java for three hundred years, and there are 25,000,000 of brown 
people and less than 60,000 of Eurovean blood. 

Spain has controlled the Philipprnes for three hundred years, and yet there 
are less than 10 000 Spanish residents out of 10,000,000 of people. England has 
dominated India for a century and a half, and there are only 100,000 people of 
British birth out of 300,000,000 there, and it takes a British army of 70,000 to 
take care of that 100,CXK>, and it takes a native army of HO,CXK> to help the Brit
ish army of 70,000 take care of 100,000 of European birth who ride the 300,CXK>,OOO 
veople there, and if yon think that the people of India love the English Gov
ernment just remember that when the war broke out in South Africa Eng
land had to call for volunteers at home, because she dared not tako the sol
diers out of India. [Applause.] 

A man named Morrison has recently written a. book in defense of the 
English government of India. He had been over there for nine year, and I 
was interested in reading in the book that he was surprised that although 
En~la~d has given to the people of India freedom of the press, there is not a 
native journal of influence that defends the English government; and that 
the ferocity of the people is especially marked among the educated classes. 
Why, of cour::,e the more educated a man is the more he hates foreign domi
nation. f Applau.."'0.] 

You tell me that we are going to the Philippine Islands to educate those 
people? I warn you that if we go there to hold them in subjection we dare 
not educate them. [Applause.] If we go there to deny to them the doctrine 
of self-government we dare not teach them to read and to think, because they 
will read om· own Declaration of Independence as soon as they can read. 
[Applause.] If you think that England went to India to educate, let me tell 

you that after one hnndred and fifty years of English domination less than 1 
per cen~ of the women of India can read and write, and less than 5 :per cent of 
the entire population. If you think she went there to Chrutianize, let me 
tell you that after one hundred and fifty years of gunpowder gospel l~ than 
1 per cent of the people profess the Christ-tan religion. [Applause.] 

No, my friends, you can not advocate imperialism on the ground that it 
will pay; yon can not advocate it on the ground that we go there to educate; 
but tbereiBan a.rgument thatha.s been urged-I believe it has bad more influ
ence than the money argument-and that is the religious argument that God 
is in it. A Republican Senator said the other da.y that God oE_ened the door 
of the Philippme Islands, pushed us in, and shut the door. LLaughter and 
applause.] The question that arose in my mind was, Who told him so? 
[Laughter.l When a man tells me that it is God's will, I demand to know 
when God fold him so. [Applause.] I want to know when and where the 
revelation was made, and if he got it from somebody else, I want to know 
from whom in order that I may demand that man's credentials. f Applause.] 

I believe in God; I believe that He infiuence3 the thought.<; a.nd the purposes 
of men; but I am not willing to blame God for every thought and every pur
pose tp.a.t a man may have .. If I feel in my h~art an impulse to do good. I will 
trace it to God. If I feel rn my heart an unpulse to do wrong, I will not 
blame him. If I feel in my heart an impulse to put my hand int-0 my own 
pocket and take my money and give it to some one in distress, I will trace the 
impulse to God: but if I feel in my heart an impulse to put my hand into 
some other person's pocket and take his money, I will not lay it onto the Al
mighty; there is another old fellow that I will lay it on. [Laughter and 
applause.] 

I heard of a colored man once who wa.s very fond of chicken Daughter], 
but not alwa.ys mindful of the commandments; and he said that·when he 
prayed to God to send him a chicken God seldom did it, but that when he 
prayed to God to send him after a chicken he nearly always got it. (Laugh
ter and applause.] I believe that the Renublic~n party has prayed to God to 
send it after the chicken. [Laughter.] l believe that it has simply yielded 
to temptation. 

Temptations will come. The Bible tells us that 1900 years a~o the denl 
took the Savior U,P on a high mountain and pointed out all the km~doms of 
the earth and their glory,a.nd offered them to him if he would fall aown and 
worship him; but Christ said, "Get thee behind me, Satan;" but when the 
Republican leaders were taken up on a high mountain and shown the Philip
pine Islands, instead of saying, "Get thee behind me> Satan," they hunted up 
the Spanish monarch and said, "We will givel.ou $2.50 apiece for the l!'ilip1-
nos. '' [La.ughter and applause, long continue .l 

I want to denounce this doctrine that God nas selected the Republican 
party to wage in His name a war of conquest. I say I believe in God. I will 
not deny that there lll3Y be prophets to-day. But the trouble is to tell the true 
prophets from the false ones. The Bible says that false prophets will arise, 
and it tells us how to distinguish the false from the true. It says: "By their 
frui ts ye shall know them." And if you want to know whether a man is 
speaking with the voice of God when be tells you of our benE\volent purposes 
in the Philippine Islands) see if he has acted with the spirit of God in his 
treatment of the American people. [Applause.] There may be prophets, 
but yon will pardon me if l express it as my deliberate opinion that when 
God gets ready to speak to the American people he will choose somebody be· 
sides MARK HANNA as his mouthpiece. [Laughter and applause.] 

How a.rewetofindoutGod's,vill? l!'roruHisown word;andiread that when 
He visited a village of Samaria, and the people refused to receive Him, and 
His disciples wanted to call down fire from heaven to consume them, Christ 
rebuked them and said, "Ye know not what manner of spirit ye are of. The 
Son of Man came into the world not to destroy men's lives, but to rave 
them." That is the doctrine of the Sa vi our. Against the infernal doctrine of 
conquest I want to place the words of the Master Himself, that He came not 
to destroy, but to save. [Applause.] 

I read a sermon not long ago, delivered bya man namP.d Brown in Roches
ter, N. Y. He took for his text the words which describe the scene where 
Christ was before Pilate, where Pilate said to him: "Knowest Thou not that 
I have power to release '.rhee or to put Thee to death?" 1Tak:ing that text, he 
contrasted force and love. Pilate represented force; behind him was Cresar; 
behind Cresar was the Roma.n Government, and behind the Roman Govern
ment were the legions of Rome. 

Befo1·e Pilate, helpless and alone, stood Christ, preaching the gospel ot 
love. And force triumphed. They nailed him to the tree, and those who be
lieved in the triumph of force stood aronnd and said: "He is dead;" but the 
minister pointed out from that day the power of Cresa.r waned and the power 
of Christ increased. He pointed out how in a few years the Roman govern
ment was gone and it.s legions forgotten; while the influence of the Master 
increases with each advancing year, until millions to-day take His name with 
reverence upon their lips. 

And then the mini3ter said that in this nation Pilate and Christ stand face 
to face, and that upon the decision of this question hangs the question whether 
this nation will stand before the world as the exponent of brute force or 
stand as an example of the uplifting power of love. [Applause.) I believe 
he spoke the truth. [Applau83.] I believe that to-day might a.nd right are 
struggling for the mastery; that to-day reason and force stand face to face, 
and that upon the decision of this question will hang the question whether 
this nation will build for eternity or sink to the low level of the nations that 
have gone to decay. Tell me that you want the glory of empire? 

Whv, for a hundrcdlears this nation has travelecl the pathway that leads 
from the low domain o might to the loftier realm of right, and I would not 
trade its history for all the glory of all the empires that have risen and fallen 
since time began. [Applause.] 

Tell me you want to be a world power? Why, for more tban ten decades 
this nation has been the most potent influence in the world; for more than a 
hundred years this nation has done more to n.ffect the politics of the human 
race than all the other nations of the world together. Here yon have wit
nessed the triumph of an idea. 

During the closing years of the eighteenth century this Republic was 
formed. It was dedicated to the doctrine that all men are created eQual; that 
they are endowed with inalienable rights; that governments are instituted 
to secure those rights, and that governments derive their just powers from 
tho consent of the governed. During the nineteenth centurv this idea has 
grown. Ah, my friend~ this idea has been more powerful than all the armies 
a.nd all the navies of au the monarchies of the earth. [Applause.l And I 
would not trade this idea. for the results of a warfare of conquest. Shall we 
build upon the doctrine laid down by the fathers, or shall we build upon the 
shifting sand? 

A prominent Republican said the other day that nations may die, whether 
they expand or not, but that only expanding nations leave a glorious history. 
I protest against any such doctrine in this nation. There is no reason why a. 
republic should die. A monarchy resting upon force, an empire built upon 
force, will disappear when some greater force arises; but a republic resting 
upon the doctrine of self-government and administered according to the 
Jeffersonian motto of equal rights to all and special privileges to none need 
never die, and will never die. [.Applause.] 

But they say that we a.re in it and can not get out. [Laughter.] I want 
to remind you that the people who say we can not get out are the people 
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who led us Into the trouble. Tell me that God did it· I tell you that the Re
publican Administration is responsible for every act upon which every argu
ment in favor of permanent retention is b~ed. They my we must stay in 
the Philippir.es because Dewey destroyed a fleet at Manila. I reply that 
Schley destroyed one at Santiago. [Applause.] And yet the Republican 
President promised the Cubans that we would get out of Cuba.. 

Tell me we must stay in the Philippine Islands becam;e American blood 
was shed on Philippine soil? I reply that American blood was shed at :::an 
Juan Hill and El Uaney, and yet the President promised the Cubans that we 
would get out of Cuba. Tell me that our flag has been raised over the Phil
ipuine Islands and that when once raised it can ne\er come down? I t ell you 
that that flag was raised over Habana. a year ago and yet the President told 
the Cubans that he would haul it down when the flag of the Cuban republic 
was ready to rise in its place. r Ap_plause.J You can not find an argument 
for the permanent holding of the Philippme Islands that will not apply to 
Cuba. 

When we went into the war we said that the people of Cuba are, and of 
right ought to be, free, and I challenf?'.<:.YOU to draw a line between the rights 
of the Cubans and the rights of the Filipinos. Did God say that the Cubans 
are entitled to their freedom and that the Filipinos are not? No; my friends, 
there is only one difference between Cuba and the Philippine Islands. We 
promised independence to Cuba., we did not promise it to the Philippine 
Islands. But our promise was but the recognition of a rig-ht that would 
have existed without the promise. We said that" Cuba. is, and of right ought 
to b ,,, free;" and, if that was a right, then, my friends, it existed in tho Phil
ippine Islands without the necessity of an express promise. r Appl::mse.] 

But you ask me what could have been done. I say that if the Administra
tion in making the treaty had provided for the independence of the Philip
pines when it provided for the independence of the Cubans, there would 
have been no trouble in the Philippine Islands. But you say that wt>.s not 
done. I say that if the Administration had promirnd the Filipinos independ
ence on the terms offered to the Cubans there would have been no trouble. 
But you say the President did not have the right to promise it. I remind 
you that Congress was in session three months, durmg which time he could 
have asked Congress for the authority to make the promise. He not only did 
not ask the authority, but when the Bacon resolution made the promiso all 
the influence of the Republican Administration was brought to bear against 
it; and with a11 tho influence of the Republican Admitllitration the resoln· 
tion was a tie in the Senate, and it took the Vice-President's vote to defeat it. 

But you say that, war having broken out, you must now whip the Filipi
nos before you deal with them. If they have a right to independence there 
is no humiliation in telling them our pnrpose in dealing with them. (Ap
plause.l You tell me you must whip them first. I tell you that if you had 
given them the promise of independence you would not have had to whip 
them at aU; and that if you promise them independence now the war will 
stop. [Applause.] 

You ask me what to do. I tell you that the Democratic party for more 
than a year has been on reC'ord on tihis subject. We say treat the Filipinos 
as we promised to treat the Cubans; we told the Cubans that we were fight
ing not for land but for liberty. Let us tell the llllipinos that, having dl·i ven 
the Spaniard out, they are to stand up and be free, and then say to all the 
world, "hands off," and let that republic live and work out its own destiny. 
[Applause.] 

'!'he Republicans ask, Would you withd1·aw the sold;ers before order is 
established? I reply, that if you will tell these people that the government 
when established is to be their government and not ours, it will not take 
many soldiers to restore order. Republicans ask, Shall we turn that nation 
loose to be seized upon by other nations? I say that fol' nearly a century we 
ha\e protected the Republics of Central and South Amf>rica., not by govern· 
ing them, but by announcing to the world that any interference with them 
would be consideroo an act of unfriendliness toward us, and so we can say in 
a broader sense that when this nation helps n. republic to stand upon its feet 
the ground whereon that republic stands is holy ground, and that no king 
shall ever set foot upon that ground ~ain. [Applause.] 

You tell me that there is a new destiny before this nation. I tell you, my 
"friends, that the nation's destiny is what the nation makes it. It it was the 
-destiny of Cain to slay Abel. it was also his destiny to wear t.he brand of a 
. murderer forever afterwards. It may be the destiny of this nation to turn 
from its high idea.ls down to the doctrines of kin~doms and empires: but if 
that is its destiny it can not be its destiny to be a light unto the world. 

'1.'ell me that we are pleadin~ the cause of the Filipinos? No, my friends; 
we are pleading the cause of tne American people. If the Filipinos were to 
die to-morrow the world would go on; but if this nation ceases to be a repub
lic, the light of civilization goes out. [Applause.] To what nation, then, 
could struggling hum&Dity look for hope and inspil'ation? Oh, my friends, if 
you want to see the blighting influence of this doctrine upon the ccnscience 
of the American people, let me point you to what is going on now down in 

·southern Africa-a republic is fighting ao-ainst a monarchy. In ev-ery contest 
heretofore between monarchy and republicanism the American people have 
expressed their sympathy. 

When Greece was struggling to be free Webster and Clay employed their 
eloquence in defense of a resolution pledging sympathy. When the Cuban!'! 
were fighting for their liberty all parties declared the sympathy of the 
American people; but what do we find now? We find that when the Eng
lish Government is attempting to take from the people of the Boer Republic 
the right to govern themselves, the people who believe in imperialism m this 
country dare not say a word to express their sympathy with the people over 
there. This is the paralysis that is alread~ creeping over this nation. 

My friends, I am no hater of England. In my veins runs English blood as 
well as Irish and Scotch blood. f Applause.J I do not mean to say one word 
against any race or any nation; out, my friends, when you tell me that the 
English Government or any government can do anything for this nation that 
lays it under obliga:tions ~ forget tl_1e pi:IDciples of our Government, I tell 
you that we have lived without foreign rud for a century and can still live a 
thousand years without foreign assistance if we a.re true to our own princi-
ples. [Applaui::e.] ' 

If this natiou enters upon a career of imperialism, it ceases to be a moral 
factor .in. the w:orld's. J.>rogress .. If. this nation enters upon a career ot con
quest, it IS not m position to raise its protest against that doctrine when ap
plied by other nations. 

You ask me what my ideal of this nation's destiny is. I tell you that it is 
to .show to the world what salt-government can do for a.people. It is to make 
this the greatest Republic on earth, the greatest Republic of history, and then 
as we growinstrength, in population, and in influence, we can raise our voico 
with increasing emphasis m behalf of truth and justice. I want this nation 
to stand erect and be able to say at all times that the people in this nation 
sympathize 'Yith anybody who is willing to die for liberty. [Ap-plause.] 

But, my fr1en~s, pard?n me t~lking so lo~g. (Cries of "Go onl" "Go onl"l 
-I have not been lil Baltunore smce campa1gn days. I do ~ot know when 1 
shall be able to talk to the people of this city again. Yon have come ont in 
such great numbers; you have listened with such attention, and you have 
~ncouraged me with such cordial approval, that I have talked longer than I 
mtended to. I want to tell you that the fight for the great fundamental 
principles of this Government as against plutocracy is on. No human being 

can tell what the result will be. I believe there is SJ. vicious doctrine running 
through all the Republican policies, and that that vicious doctrine is that 
the dollar is worth more than the man. 

I want, if I c.an, to help to restore a government founded upon the Declara
tion of Independence and administered according to the doctrine of Jefferson, 
a government that will stand, as it did in Jackson's days, between a bank 
aristocracy and the people. [Applause .. ] 

But, my friends, I can not tell you what fate has decreed. I can not tell 
you whether it is to be our lot to trium1Jh, and in our triumph lay the foun· 
dation again in the old places and raise again tbe ancient landmarks which 
the fathers had set up. I can not tell; but if it is fate that this nation is to 
cease to be a republic and become an empire; if it is destiny that t.hls, the 
greatest republic of history, is to extin~ish its light and follow in tha lead 
of the monarchies of the Old World; if in the-providence of God the time 
has come for the pendulum to swing back toward the dark ages and the 
triumph of brute force, I pray to God that the Democratic party may go 
down to eternal death with the Republic rather than to li>e when the doc
trine of self-government is abandon~d. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman bas 
expired. 

Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

[Mr. N APHEN addressed the House. See Appendix. 

Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SULZER]. 

l\Ir. SULZER Mr. Speaker, in my judgment the trust question 
is one of the most important issues in American politics. The 
Democratic party is right on this question and against the trusts, 
and the Republican party is wrong on tte issue and in favor of 
the trusts. I believe every int.elligent man and impartial citizen 
in this country will concur in this conclusion. 

The Republican party is insincere in the position it now as
sumes for party purposes and political advantage. The present 
attitude of the Republican party on the trust issue, like its past, 
is too flimsy and too transparent to deceive anyone. The Repub
lican party has been in power for nearly fom· years and it has 
done nothing against the trusts. On the contrary, it has aided 
them and stood sponsor for them. 

The Republican Attorney-General, clothed with ample power, 
by your own admis£ion, has failed and refused to bring a single 
suit against the trusts and monopolies. Why did he not enforce 
the law now on the statute books? You answer that the law is 
ineffective. I reply, Why have you waited nearly four years to 
amend it? 

The law now on the statute books against trnsts is clear and 
plain, and the highest court in the land has passed on its validity 
and sustained the constitutionality of its provisions. The anti
trust act of 1890 declares that every contract or combination in 
the nature of a ti·ust in restraint of trade and commerce among 
the several States and Territories or with foreign nations is a 
conspiracy, illegal and void, and punishable by fine and impris
onment. 

Under this anti-trust a.ct it seems to me every trust in the 
United States can be prosecuted for violation of law, the charter 
annulled, and the men behind it punished for conspiracy. E'very 
trust by its very nature is in restraint of trade and commerce and 
in violation of this law. 

If you Will read the anti-trust act of 1890 and the decisions of 
the United States Supreme Court in the trans-Missouri freight 
case and the Addyston Pipe Line case the conclusion will be irre
sistible to the logical mind that the fault is not so much with the 
law as it is with the men who are sworn to enforce the law. 

The law, so far as it goes, is all right-the do-nothing Attorney
General is all wrong. The imperative mandat.e of the day is, 
"Enforce the law and every trust in the country will dissolve." 
Whenever the trusts have been brought before the courts and 
their true character shown, they have been declared illegal 

In my opinion-and I say so advisedly-the Department of Jus
tice, under the present law, can institute and successfully main
tain actions against every trust doing business in the United 
States. The law is clear and plain, and the facts are within the 
knowledge of all and t.oo obvious for controversy." 

It has been said by some unthinking persons that there are good 
trusts and bad trusts; that we should applaud and commend the 
good trusts and denounce and condemn the bad trusts. 

Under the law this specious argument is untenable, and the 
men who make it are the hired attorneys and the special pleaders 
for the trusts, or they are facetious fellows poking fun at the vic-
tilns. · 

Under the law of our country trusts are criminal, and there is no 
distinction between a so-called good trust and a so-called bad 
tl'Ust-between a big trust and a little trust. Every trust is con
trary to both the spirit and the letter of the law. To seriously 
contend otherwise as a legal proposition would be preposterous. 
If we did so, by analogy, we might as consistently assert that there 
were good pirates and bad pirates. If robbery is criminal, it is 
~terial, so fai: as the crime is <:onc~rned, whether the robbery 
is a big one or a httle one. The v10lation of law is the same. 

Under the last Democratic Admini8tration there were a num
ber of suits instituted against trusts by the DemocraticAttorn6y
General, and carried to a successful determination. But under 
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your present Republican trust Attorney-General you have not prod-action, enhance prices, reduce wages, and arbitrarily write 
begun or instituted a single suit under this anti-trust act. Now, the terms of their own contracts. 
what is your answer to that? That it is not effective? If you say They destroy successful competition, paralyze honest industry, 
the anti-trust act is not effective against trusts and monopolies assassinate struggling labor, and hold the consumers of our coun
in restraint of trade between the States and Territories, I point try in their monopolistic grasp. They levy tribute, like robber 
to the decisions of the United States Supreme Court in theAddys- barons of old, on every man, woman, and child in the Republic. 
ton Pipe Line case and the Trans-Missouri freight case. They blight the poor man's home, darken the hearthside of his 

Those two decisions demonstrate conclusively that if the Repub- children, cloud the star of youth's legitimate hope, and destroy 
lican Attorney-General had done his sworn duty most of the great equal opportunity. They control State and national legislation, 
trusts which have been organized since the Republican party has escape taxation, and evade the just burdens of the Government, 
been in control of the Government would not now be robbing the while their agents construct and maintain tariffs to suit their 
people, but would be out of business. selfish ends and greedy purposes. They imperil traffic, stagnate 

You pretend now for political purposes that you are against trade, regulate foreign and interstate commerce, declare quar
trnsts. Do you suppose anybody believes it? Do you suppose terly dividends on watored stock, and make fortunes every year 
that you can humbug the people in regard to your position on by robbing the people. 
trusts? You know and I know, and every other intelligent man Their tyi·annica.l power, rapid growth, and centralization of 
in this country knows, that the Republican party is owned and wealth is the marvel of recent times and the sRddest commentary 
controlled by the trusts. The real difference between the Repub- the future historian will make on our legislative history. They 
lican party and the Democratic party to-day on this issue is that p:ractically own, run, and control the Government, and defy prose
the trusts own and control the Republican party and the Demo- cution for violation of law. If their power of concentration ancl 
cratic party want the people to own and control the trusts, or centralization is not speedily checked, and they go on for another 
destroy them entirely. quarter of a century like they have in the pas t few years, I believe 

Now, during the three and one-half years you have been in oui free institutions will l::e destroyed, and in teatl of a govern
power, if this act of 1890 was not sufficient, was not broad enough ment of the people, by the people, and for the people, we will have 
and strong enough to put down the trusts, why did not the Re- a government of the trusts, by tho trusts, aml for the trusts. 
pub.ican party. when they had the control of both branches of Con- How much longer will the people consent to be robbed and sub
gress and the Executive, why did it not bring in some legislation missively permit a continuation of this outrage? The trusts have 
to make that act more effective, so that the Republican Attorney- I their being and grow by special legislation; they live and wax fat 
General could enforce it? No; for three and a half years you by governmental favoritism. 
ba\e accepted favors from the trusts, and you have protected the If the question is ever presented whether th9 trusts shall run 
trusts. the Government and enslave humanity, or whether the people 

If I had the time, I would tell you something about the trusts, shall own the trusts-not for the benefit of the few, but for the 
for I know something about them. I want to say now, however, good of all and to free the industrial masses-then I shall vote 
at the eleventh hour, just as Congress is adjourning, after you with the people in favor of Government ownership of trusts. 
have received all the benefits from the trusts you can get, after They must either be destroyed or owned and conducted by the 
you have done all you can for the trusts, you want to deceive the people for the benefit of all. 
peop1e and hoodwink them with this preposterous constitutional All legislation bestowing special benefits on the few is unjust 
amendment, and against the masses and for the classes. It has gone on until 

You wait until six days before Congress adjourns, knowing this less than 8 per cent of the people own more than two-thfrd.s of all 
amendment can not pass, and then you bring in an arbitrary rule the wealth of our country. It has been truly said that monarchies 
to pass it, a rule that violates every parliamentary precedent, a are destroyed by poverty and republics by wealth. If the great
rule that does gross injustice to the minority, a rule that prevents est republic the world bas ever seen is destroyed, it will fall by 
us from offering an amendment, a rule that prevents us from this vicious system of robbing the many for the benefit of the few. 
offering asubstitute,arule that compels us to vote'' aye" or'' nay" Let us pausa again and briefly consider the situation. 
on your trust deception, and you have the audacity to say you are The total populaton of the United States is about 75,000,000. 
against trusts. [Applause on the Democratic side.] The total aggregate wealth of the United States, according tothe 

Right here I want to say that I am now, always have been, and best statistics that can be procured, is estimated at about$o5,000,
always will be unalterably opposed to trusts, monopolies, and 000,000, and it appears, and no doubt much to the surprise of 
combinations. Ever since I have been in Congress I have been many, that out of a total population of 75,000,000 less than 25,000 
fighting trnsts, but if I had my way now, you would not fool the persons in the Uni.ted States own more than one-half of the en
peop~e with this kind of cheap-John trust politics; I would not tire aggregate wealth of the land. And this has all been brought 
permit you to put tbe Democrats in a hole, but we would put you about during the last twenty-five years by combinations and con
in a ho1e. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] spiracies called trusts fostered by special legislation and nurtured 

When you bring in this absurd constitutional amendment for by political favoritism. 
political buncombe, if I had been running this Bide of the House, The centralization of wealth in the bands of the few by the 
I would say, "Let us all vote for it and let us show the country robbery of the many during the past quarter of a century has 
what frauds and hypocrites these Republicans are. )' [Laughter been simply enormous and the facts and figures are appalling. 
on the Democratic side.] We would pass it and it would go to Three-quarters of the entire wealth of our land appears to be con
the Senate, and your trust Republican SenatorR would bury it as centrated in the hands of a very small minority of the people, 
they buried the other resolution we passed for the election of and the number of persons constituting that minority grnws 
United States Senators by the people. Why do not your trust smaller and smaller every year. Impartial students of these 
Republican Senators pass that resolution and give the people the st.artling facts and statistics can haruly escape the irresistible 
righttoelecttheirSenators? [Applause on the Democratic side.] conclusion that a conspiracy exists, and has existed for some 

.Mr. Speaker, the Republican party is absolutely insincere on time, to convert the Government of the United States into a pow
this question. Its record for the past four years proves it. It does erfnl oligarchy of wealth consisting of a few thousand multi
not want this amendment t-0 pass. It is drawn in such a way and millionaires who will own and control all the other people. 
it is off:ered in such a manner that the Republicans know before- The plutocrats, the trusts, the monopolies, and the syndicates 
hand the Democrats can not consistently vote for it. You offer seem to be supreme and legislate for their own interests, their own 
it as you do and at this late day because you know it can not pass. bene5. t, and their own protection. If it continues, the yeomanry 

If you thought it could become a law yo.u would oppose it your- of our country will soon be reduced to a condition of industrial 
selves. You are trifling with the country and playing practical serfdom more pitiable than ever existed before in the history of 
politics to deceive your deluded followers. The people who will the world. 
look into this matter will not be fooled. They know which party The money power, the trusts, and the favored few of the iand 
to-day favors the trusts, and they know they will receive no relief threaten the perpetuity of our free institutions by subsidizing the 
until this Republican trust-owned and trust-ridden Administration pulpit, buying the press, seating well-paid attorneys in legislative 
is driven from power, and a Democratic Administration, under halls and courts of justice, stifling free speech and the right of 
the leadership of William J. Bryan, comes into control of the Gov- lawful assembly, and stretching out their tentacles to the col-
ernment. leges of the land to crush professors who have t~e courage of their 

Let us pause here and briefly consider the facts. convictions and dare to tell the truth regardmg economic and 
To-day about two hundred truets control, wholly or in large social principles. 

part, every conceivable product and industry of the country. ''The trusts must go!" should be the battle cry of the people in 
These gigantic conspiracies and combinations called trusts con- the comi?-g campaign. . . 

stitute, in my judgment, the greatest and the gravest menace at What 18 the remedy? My friends, I heai: many suggestions
the present time to our democratic institutions. They control the some good, some bad. But let me ask what lS the matter with the 
supply, monopolize the product, and dictate the price of almost remedy we now have-the remedy of the anti-trust act of 1890? 
every neces ary of life. 'l.,hey force outof legitimateemployn;ie~t Whenever that reme:ly bas be~n applied it has been eff~ctive. 
every year thousands and thousands of honest toilers. Theyhm1t Whenever we have had an official courageous enough to mvoke 
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the powe1' of that act it has been adequate and successful to crush 
the trust. 

The people who oppose and condemn trusts will receive no en
couragementfrom this trust-ridden and trust-owned Administra
tion. The Republican Attorney-General is the mere creature of 
the trusts, and will take no act.ion against them. 

Tile Republican partyin all its power stands fearlessly for trusts 
and is openly and boldly supported by trusts. Every trust in the 
country was for William McKinley for President in 1896, and 
every trust will zealously and loyally aid him in 1900. If yon ask 
what for? I answer for value received, for the blessing of a pliable 
Secretary of the Treasury and a derelict Attorney-General, for a 
lively sense of favors yet to come, and, above all and beyond all, 
for MARK HANNA, whorunsthe Republican machine forthe bene
fit of the trusts, and who turned down in Ohio an honest and fear
less attorney-general who was brave enough to do his duty and 
courageous enough to make an attempt to enforce the law against 
the Standard Oil trust-the greatest, the most relentless, and the 
most cold-blooded monopoly of them all. 

The Republican party is the party of plutocracy. It stands to~ 
day for economic errors that rob the many for the benefit of the 
few; for financial heresies that centralize wealth and paralyze 
industrial freedom; for political policies that enslave the masses. 
The Republican party spurns the people, rides roughshod over 
the Constitution, tramples on the rights of man, turns to the wall 
the picture of the great emancipator, and laughs to scorn the 
Declaration of Independence. 

To sum it all up, the Republican party stands for HANNA, and 
the Republican party is HANNA. What a difference between the 
party of Lincoln and the party of HA.l>"'NAI 

The Democratic party is the pa1·ty of the plain people. It is 
opposed to trusts, to monopolies, and to special privileges. It 
stands for the supremacy of the law. It believe3 in freedom of 
thought, freedom of speech. freedom of action, freedom of trade, 
and free institutions. It-believes in the Constitution, in fostering 
commerce, unfettering trade, establishing industry~ aiding enter
prise, maintaining equal opportunity, defending liberty, unshack
ling the mind and the conscience, and handing down unimpaired 
to future generations the blessings of our free institutions. 

While the Republican party is in power the trusts will flourish 
like a green bay tree. • 

When the Democratic party comes into power a Democratic 
President will appoint a Democratic Attorney-General who win 
enforce the law against the trusts, and they will dissolve and dis
api:ear like mist before the rising morning sun and be gone for
ever. 

Now, my friends, a few words in conclusion. We are entering 
a most momentous political campaign to determine the question 
whether the trusts or the Government shall survive; whether 
the people or the plutocrats shall rule; whether this land shall 
contmue to be a government of the many for the many or an 
oligarchy of the privileged and for the farnred few. You ask me 
what the outcome will be? I can not tell, but I believe history 
repeats itself; that God in His infinite wisdom raises up a man 
from the plain people for every crisis, and in the pending crisis 
we hav-e such a man, a born leader of men, whom we can all 
trust and whom we can all follow, and who will lead us to victory 
and rescue the people from the money lenders and the ~oney 
changers. 

A hundred years ago the Democratic party-the party of the 
plam people-after a most momentous campaign, came into power 
under the matchless leadership of its famous founder, Thomas J ef
ferson, and the impetus his Administration gave to popular govern
ment carried forward free institutions unimpaired for a century. 

We are beginning another momentous campaign, under the 
leadership of a second Thomas Jefferson-the stalwart, the fear
less, the gallant, and the intrepid young leader of Nebraska, Wil
liam J. Bryan-to test the perpetuity of popular government and 
of our free institutions, and by the grace of God and the power of 
the free men of America. he will win, and the impetus his admin
istration will give the Government of Jefferson, of Jackson, and 
of Lincoln will carry it forward unimpaired for another century, 
and generations yet unborn will sing the gladsome song that the 
Government of the people, by the people, and for the people shall 
not perish from the earth. [Loud applause on Democratic side.] 

'l'he SPEAKElt pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. SULZER. I would like to have twenty minutes more. 
Mr. RAY of New York. I thought the time of the gentleman 

from New York had expired. 
Mr. SULZER. Will you yield me ten minutes of your time to 

answer a few questions? I will answer your questions, and I will 
tell you- . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
New York has expired, and he will take his seat. 

Mr. SULZER. Which gentleman? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York. 

Mr. SULZER. The other gentleman is from New York, too. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from New York says 
he knows all about trusts. He is amemberof Tammany Rall, and 
I call upon the Clerk of the House to read a description of the trust 
to which he belongs. 

Mr. KING. I a.m afraid my friend from New York is thinking 
of the trust owned by the senior Senator from New York. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read in the time 
of the gentleman from New York [Mr. RAY]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
[Evening Star, Washington, May 30, 1910.) 

TRUSTS AND POLITICS. 

The difficulty in the way of making trusts a partisan question for this 
y_ear's campaign purposes has just been illustrated in a very pointed way in 
New York. 

A Mr. Color. a recent graduate into local politics from a Brooklyn counting· 
room, had evolved a plan for dealing with the trust evil, and had secured 
some approval of it. Chair1mm JO~ER, of the Democratic national commit· 
tee, to whom it had been submitted. had spoken favorably of it, and David 
B. Hill, it was understood, had been so much impressed thathehad consonted 
to its incorporation into the New York ~tate platform. In turn it was then 
to bo presented at Kam:as City and made a part of the Democratic national 
platform.. lt really looked as if one difficult feature of the situation had been 
disposed of. 

Hut at this time-a most unfortunate time-came the disclosures in the 
case of the New York ice trust. If ever there was a trust that i one. It is a 
monopoly; it controls prices, and it exercises its power to grind the people. 
Upon the approach of summer it puts up prices on an article absolute1y nec
essary to health and comfort in a crowded city 100 per cent. A published 
list of stockholders shows that a number of prominent Tammany officeholders 
are interested, and the record also shows that this trust enjoys valuable 
privileges of the water front of the city which looks suspiciously like favor
itism. 

Of course, if there is anything of value in l\Ir. Coler's remedy it is not im
paired on general principles by this disdosure. A trust fa a trust. no matter 
its origin, its officers, its banefkiaries, or what not; and where it is operated 
against the rights and interests of the public it should be suppressed. That 
is plain, and it likewise is the- general demand; But the proposition of Mr. 
Coler and bis party friends is that trusts are not only an outcome of Repub
lican policies, but that Republicans alone are in league with them and are 
benefiting by them. 

Relief, as they insist, can only come through Democratic agencies. If the 
people would throw off this shackle and enjoy the blessings of unrestrained 
trade among themselves, they must brmg in Mr. Bryan and all that he stands 
for. 

.And yet here is a trust which certainly can not be traced to the protective 
tariff, and is operated largely fvr the benefit of leading Democrats of Mr. 
Coler's own locality. Trusts as a. party shibboleth will hardly deoeive the 
people. 

Mr. GAINES. The gentleman ought to remember that Gen
eral Alger was the president of the match combine alluded to in 
your report. The 77 Michigan casa your report cites gives Gen
~ral Alger's evidence in that case, and he admitted it was a trust 
and one that dips down into every cabin in the land. 

Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
SULZER] for five minutes to reply. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, it is a humiliating spectacle to me 
and must be_ to all here to see thetrust lawyers of theRepubUcan 
party, and especially the gentleman on that side of the House 
who is the chairman of the Judiciary Committee [Mr. RAY], un
dertaking to justify this fraud, this humbug, this apparent de
ception in regard to the trusts by having a newspaper clipping 
read in regard to the ice trust. 

Now, let me tell you something about the ico trust; and when 
I get through telling you about it, I believe the gentleman will not 
have so much to say on the subject. I want to say that l am op· 
posed to the ice trust and to all other monopolies. Now, about the 
ice trust. There are more Republicans in the ice trust than Demo
crats. On the books of the ice trust in New York you will find 
that seven-tenths of the stockholders are Republican machine men. 

Mr.MERCER. Whydo younotfreezethemout? [Laughter.] 
Mr. SULZER. They will be frozen out. It seems to be ti·ue 

there are some Democrats stockholders in the ice trust; but I 
want to say that the Democratic party in the city and State of 
New York is opposed to the foe trust, and to all trusts, and is 
doing all it can to drive them out of business. That is the posi
tion of the Democratic party. I want to say that the Democratic 
officials in the city of New York are opposed to the ice trust, and 
are doing all they can to drive it out of business. I want to sa.v 
to you that the Republican party in the State of New York is 
doing all it can to prevent the prosecution of the ice trust. I ask 
you why your Republican attorney-general of the State of New 
York does not prosecute the ice trust? 

Mr. RAY of New York rose. 
1\Ir. SULZER. You can answer in your own time. You are so 

mean you would not give me any of your time, and now you want 
to take the little time I have. l Laughter.] 

I want to say to you, and I want to say to the American people, 
that the Demo<Jr~ts are opposed to the ice trust just as much as 
they are to the coal trust, to the Standard Oil trust; just as 
much as they are to all the other trusts-the sugar trust, the to
bacco trust, the lead trust, the copper trust, and the steel trust. 

The Democratic-party is opposed to the ice trust, without regard 
to the fact that there are a few Democrats in it. Why, I ask you, 

i'-
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do you not go for all the other trusts, composed almost exclusively 
of Republicans? Take every trust to-day, look at its list of stock
holders, and you will find that nine-tenths of them are Repub
licans. Take the officials at the head of all the great trusts in this 
country and you will find that they are all Republican leaders, 
from l\fARK HANNA down. (Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Take the ice trust. 'rhe president of the trust is a Republican, a 
machine leader, a follower of your leader, PLATT. You do just 
what he says, because he is your "boss." If PLATT shonld send 
word over here for you to quit on this trust business, you would 
quit right away. He is the head of the Republican trust in New 
York, and you belong to that trust. 

You talk about Tammany Hall. The most corrupt machine 
that has ever been instituted in the politics of this country is the 
Platt machine in the State of New York, and you know it. You 
know that you have to obey your "boss." If you did not you 
would not ba here. Do you think the people believe in your sin
carity when you declaim against trusts? Look at the canal frauds. 
Your present governor said that if he should be elected. he would 
prosecute the canal thieves. Has he dared to do it? No; PLATT 
told him not to do it; and he quit, hlrea good little boy. And you 
do just what the "boss" tells you-do you not? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. T·he Chair asks the gentleman 
from New York to address his colleague in a parliamentary 
manner. 

Mr. SULZER. You stand up here and--
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asks the gentleman 

to address his colleague in a parliamentary manner. 
Mr. SULZER. I am doing so. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman should not ad

dress another member in the second person. 
Mr. R AY of New York rose. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I refuse to yield. The gentleman 

refused to yield to me; he refused to give me time; and now he 
wants to prevent me from telling the truth about him and his 
party. I want to say that in the State of New York we have an 
anti-trust act; it was put on the statute book by the Democratic 
legislature and a Democratic governor. I want to say that the 
Republican attorney-general, as you know, put in power by 
PLATT-I want to say that the Republican attorney-general and 
your whole Republican machine in New York refuse to do any
thing against the trusts. And how humiliating a spectacle you 
now present! You stand up here and talk against the ice trust as 
if that were the only trust in the world. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman's time has ex
pired. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. I understand from my friend from Alabama that the 
gentleman from New York said I was a stockholder in the ice 
trust. Is that true? Did you say that [addressing Mr. RAY of 
New York]? 

'l'he SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will please not 
address any member in the second person. 

Mr. SULZER. I ask the Chair whether the gentleman from 
New York said that I was a stockholder in the ice trust? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, no; I said nothing of the kind. 
SEVERAL MEMBERS. Yes; you did. 
Mr. SULZER. I ask the gentleman to say whether or not he 

made that remark. It is absolutely false. 
Mr. RAY of New York. I have jnst stated that I did not say 

the gentleman was a member of the ice trust or stockholder either. 
Mr. SULZER. I will accept your apology. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, what I did say was that 

the gentleman from New York, my colleague [Mr. SULZER], who 
has just taken his seat, was a member of Tammany HalL Am I 
mistaken in that? 

Mr. SULZER. I am a member of the Democratic organization 
in New York, and I am proud of it. Are you ashamed of being 
a member of the Republican machine? Answer that. 

Mr. RAY of New York. All right. Then I said that Tammany 
Hall was the father and the mother and the captain and the king 
bee of the i<.'e trust. 

Mr. SULZER. And I deny it, and I say that the Republican 
party is the sponsor for the trusts. I say that the president and 
mvst of the officers and seven-tenths of the stockholders of all the 
trusts are Republicans. You know that, and I challenge you to 
gainsay it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I knew I would stir up 
that Tammany tiger when I had that article read. I knew it 
would howl .a.nd lash its sides in fury. · 

Mr. SULZER. Well, they do not look as bad as the elephant's 
sides. • 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman has been declaiming 
against trusts every time he has obtained the floor since this Con
gress came together. 

Mr. SULZER. And I will keep at it, too, until the trusts are 
destroyed. 

Mr. RAY of New York. But the gentleman will vote for the 
trusts. He does not dare vote against them. That gallant hero 
of Santiago, the present governor of the State of New York, Theo· 
dore Roosevelt, the other day made an order directing that this 
Tammany Hall ice trust be prosecuted. They failed to get any 
prosecution started under the authorities of New York City, held 
and controlled by Democrats. 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. RAY of New York. The governor has taken hold of it 

and--
Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. R.A.Y of New York. And now they are feeling the power 

of the law. 
Mr. SULZER. The gentleman has control of the time. Will 

he yield to me? I dare him to give me time. 
Mr. RAY of New York. I yield to my fiiend from Michigan 

(Mr. HENRY C. SMITH]. 
Mr. SULZER. Before you yield will you please tell us why 

your hero of Santiago failed to prosecute the canal thieves? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman yields to the gen· 

tlemau from Michigan fMr. Hlli~RY C. SMITH]. 
Mr. HENRY C. S1YIITH. Mr. Speaker, I have not been long in 

politics, but I have been long enough to observe that when the 
DBmocratic party is in power there is no clamor for legislation 
in the nature of an eight-hour labor law. When the Democratio 
party is in powe1· the question is not a short day, but the possi
bility of getting a day·s work to do. 

In the fall of 1894-those good old Democratic days-I had the 
humiliation to see 500 strong, able-bodied men sleeping on the 
floor of the city hall in Chicago, fed by public charity; men who 
were anxious to get something to do. Last fall I went through 
my beloved Michigan, and not a hamlet or village did I pass 
through, not a. fence did I pass by hardly, that there was not a 
sign out," Help wanted." 

But just the minute that the Republican party gets into power, 
then there is a ciamor for an eight-hour law. Another thing
you never hear of the trusts when the Democrats are in power. 

Mr. SULZER. There were not any trusts then. 
Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. Money ·is never belligerent; money 

never comes from its hiding place when the Democrats are in con
trol; but the very minute that the Republican party gets in control 
then capital comes out from hiding, and it becomes so aggressive, 
so belligerent, that you must pass resolutions in your conventions, 
which you never carry out, and you must insist upon restraining 
that power. 

Mr. HENRY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HENRYC. SMITH. Iyield tonoman [applause and laugh

ter] in my opposition to the wrongful power of corporate greed 
that controls our money and many other of our affairs, because 
the tendency of the centralization of the great money power is to 
place the power in large cities, while the village, the small town 
and city, and the hamlet perish. But there is another reason that 
rises, in my judgment, far above all these. 

Mr. LENTZ. Is that the reason the villages have the sign out 
''Help wanted." 

Mi·. HENRY C. SMITH. No; that sign refers to the help that 
the Democrats in Michigan will want in the next campaign. 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. LENTZ. They will get it. 
.Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. The most harmful thing in the trusts 

that I see is that trusts destroy the man. The tendency of com
b1nations of this kind is to build up a generation of servants, a 
generation of hired men, a generation of clerks; and the man who 
has nothing to look forward to but just his job, no hope ever to 
be a merchant or ever to be a real man, the man himself is de
stroyed-the thinking, planning, responsible man-and that, in 
my judgment, is the great harm of the trusts. 

Now, I hoped that in this matter gentlemen on the other side 
would do just what was done when the Maine was destroyed
that you would put aside party strife, party hatred, and party 
following; that you would follow the lead of your gallant leader, 
William J. Bryan, a man who has made more of his talent, I think, 
than any man on your side of the House. If you can not pass the 
law you want, let us pass this one. I introduced a bill here which I 
think is better than all of them, and I think that you men who 
introduce bills think so, too, that yours are the best. 

My bill is along the line of giving to the Interstate Commerce 
Commission the power that for ten years we thought they had, 
the power that the railrcad companies submitted to, a judicial 
power-the power to fix rates. My idea was that that commission 
could be clothed with more power-the power to defi.ne when a 
corporation was a trust, when it was harmful, when it stifled 
competition, when it destroyed the man; and when it did I would 
give that commission the power to regulate that trust. But if 
that law can not be passed, then let ns pass this resolution, and 
when we have done that, when we have passed this resolution, 
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whfoh, as I understand, had Democratic origin, then let us pass 
the Littlefield bill, aJJ.d then pass a still better one. 

Mr. LENTZ. Why do you not get your bill reported out? 
Mr. HENRY C. SMITH. If you are on the committee, I will 

ask you to help get it done. 
A nation, :Mr. Chairman, is not great in her possessions alone, 

in her extent of territory alone, in the triumph of her arms on 
land and on sea alone, in her commercial strength alone, but in 
her manhood. in her men and her women is a nation great. 

We learn from history that when the people are alone given 
over to the greed of gain, to gold and to silver, to trading and to 
getting gain, when the people think of nothing better, then is that 
people and the nation of that pt3ople in peril. 

There is a thing in this world that rises way above greed and 
gain and materfal advantage, and that thing is manhood. What 
matters it that the wages of toil be high and things be cheap, if 
this planning, thinking, responsible man be lost? 

In our strife for empire, for a place among men and among 
nations, let us have a care that our men and our women are not 
left without hope of a better day and a better fate. 

It can never be right in this land of equity and equality, in this 
land of equal opportunity to all who dwell beneath the flag, that 
corporate and combined wealth should stunt and dwarf the man. 
This land, rescued by soldiers brave from England's cruel sway, 
this land cemented into one common Union by the blood of our 
best sons, this land expanded and extended by the triumph of 
battle, ought not to be now dominated by the power of wrong
fully combined wealth, which stifles competition and controls the 
necessaries of life, and leaves the man of small means without 
fair hope to win in the race of life. 

Not competition in the marts of trade alone, but competition in 
the field of intellect. There ought to be only one aristocracy in 
this world-the aristocracy of mind and of virtue. 

I am content that the flag may wave in triumph above our new 
possessions; that men in armed rebellion against our authority
men with guns in their hands and threats on their tongues-may 
even be compelled to bow in humble submiEsion to our sway, but 
I am not content that Old Glory shall spread her ample folds in 
protecting cling about the rich man's trust. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this question is so important, the impor
tance of action is so urgent, in the interests of our common 
humanity, that we ought not to hamper legislation by party ad
vantage or party disadvantage. We ought on this occasion to 
rise above party and partisan politics. We ought only to con
sider the common good of our common country. Let nsriseonce 
above the consideration of the victory of the hour to com1ider the 
good or the coming days. Let us do a good day's work for the 
country we love and serye. 

It is charged that this resolution and this bill are not in good 
faith urged; that this is a mere political trick to put a great po
litical party in a hole, as it has been termed, to gain some tem
porary advantage for the apprvaching campaign. 

I can not think such claims are seriously made. Such state
ments and claims are not worthy of the men on the other side of 
this chamber, not worthy the grand men of the great Democratic 
party, which the Great Ruler for some unfathomable reason has 
seen fit to preserve. 

Such a proceeding would not be worthy the party of the great 
Lincoln; the party which was born of the oppression of the weak 
by the strong; the pru·ty that has ever fought the battles of the 
weak against the wrongs of the powerful. The party that took the 
chains from the bondmen of dusky hue cannot now have turned 
to the aid of oppression. 

This may not be the best law the House, in the plenitude of its 
wisdom and genius, might conceive, but it is the best law at hand. 
It will strike a blow at the trust; a blow, it is ~aid, that will not 
hit or hurt; a blow a long way off, it is said. 

And yet if the other side will join with this, the moral effect 
will be pot.ent. If the trust is that menace to our future which 
it is claimed to be, this law will at least be a discouragement; and 
if you will join with us the force of the blow will, in my judg
ment, be effectual. 

The Democracy in its platforms and through its leaders has 
asked for such legislation. 

I call your attention to the platform of your party in 1888. This 
was made when Grover Cleveland was President, and is as fol
lows: 

Judged by Democratic principles. the interests of the people are betrayed 
when by unnecessary taxation trusts and combinations are permitted a.nd 
fo t ered. which, while unduly enriching the few that combine, rob the body 
of our citizens by depriving them as purchasers of the benefits of natural 
competition. 

This was simply a declaration. No remedy was suggested. 
In 1892 your party went still further and demanded a rigid en

forcement of the law, the Sherman law, a Republican law. You 
passed no law; you did not even attempt to pass one; yon did not 
evon introduce a bill. You were content with the law put upon 

the atatute books in enduring form by the Republican party. And 
then, after four years of power, evidently feeling that the scept-er 
was to pass from you because of your f~ilure to keep faith with 
the people, you demanded in 1892 the enforcement by the Repu~ 
lican party of the law you had not changed, or tried to change. 

Here is your declaration: 
We recognize in the t r usts and combinations, which are designed to enable 

capital to secure mo!"o than its just share of the joint product of capital and 
labor, a natural consequence of the prohibitive taxes which prevent the free 
competition which is the life of honest trade, but we believe their worst 
evils can be abated by law, and we demand the rigid enforcement of the laws 
made to prevent and control them, together with such further legislation in 
restraint of their abuses as exp~rience may show to be necessary. 

Then, in 1896, in the platform upon which Mr. Bryan stood, and 
upon which be asserts he will stand again, you declared for con
trol of the trusts by the Federal Government. Here again is 
your declaration: 

The absorption of wealth by the few, the consolidation of our leading rail
road systems, and the formation of trusts and pools require a stricter control 
by the Federal Government of those arteries of commerce. 

Later Mr. Bryan, in his speech at the Chicago antitrust meet· 
ing, spoke for a constitutional amendment similar to the one 
under consideration. 

You repudiate his position simply because you fear that such 
an amendment would curtail some of the cherished ''State rights" 
of some of the States of the Union, which, in the judgment of 
some gentlemen on the other side, are of more importance than 
the Union itself. 

The trouble with your partyis that there are so many inharmo
nious and discordant elements within it that you could not carry 
out your purposes if you, in good faith 9 desired to do so. And your 
only answer to the people is that the Republicans, too, are follow
ing your example of holding out false hopes to the people. 

"Judge not lest ye be also judged," my friends. 
I implore gentlemen of the other side to forget for the moment 

all party hatred, party strife, and party fealty; to rise above party 
and cast one vote for the good of all. Let us rise tv the old heroic 
heights, rise to the level of our common manhood, and declare 
and show that we will not be slaves to trusts or com-Dines; that 
we will not be unj ~'"'t to ca.pita! and labor or to any interests; that 
we will not be slaves to any power. Let us rise in onr might, in 
the strength of our manhood, and break asunder the fetters that 
wou~d bind and dwarf the hopes and the future of the youth of 
America. [Applause. J 

fHere the hammer fell.] 
Mr. RAY of New York. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 

from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAnox] . 
Mr. l\IAHON. :Mr. Speaker, I want to refer the gentleman from 

New York [Mr. SULZERj to the leading Democratic Bryan paper 
of the State of New York , the New York Journal, and to the 
edition published this evening: 

Van Wyck, in ice case. haled to the bar! 
The mayor and city officials face Journal's exposures. 
The ice trust and its political allies were again haled to the bar to-dn.y. 
Before Supreme Court Justice Gaynor, in Brooklyn, there were pilloried 

the b.'ll:dits of the frozen monopoly and their political accomplices, in the 
continuation of the action brought by fiy-e municipal assemblymen, conse
quent unon the disclosures made by the Journal. 

Mayo!· Robert A .. Van Wyck, 4,<XX> shares; his brother, Augustus, 4,<XX> 
shares. 

He was the Democratic nominee for governor, beaten by Roose-
velt , in the fast gubernato?fal campaign. 

Mr. LENTZ. Will the gantleman permit me? 
Mr. MAHON. Wait until i am through. 
John S. Carroll. 3,(XX) sh::i.res ; president of t he dock commission, J. Ser

gean t Cram, 4.00 shares; Dock Commissioner Peter F. Meyer and President 
Charles W. Morse, the ice king, were coaipal!.ed to be on hand. 

On behalf of the mayor, his lawyer made a frantic appeal to the justice, 
and declared that; he had cotlll£elej the mayor under no circumstances to 
submit to examination. 

There &re the city officials of the great city of New York and 
Brooklyn--

Mr. LENTZ. Is it not a fact--
Mr. MAHON. Wait until I get through. These officials are 

shown by Democratic authority, by a Democratic jotL.-nal to own 
ice-trust shares. ' 

Mr. LENTZ. And they are prosecuted by a Democratic judge 
and a Demo~ratic paper. 

Mr. DRIGGS. You can always rely upon the Democrats of 
New York to punish the Democrats, and yon can not rely on 
Pennsylvania Republicans to punish any Republican. 

Mr. MAHON. I am answering the gentleman from New York 
f Mr. SULZER] when he says t '.J.at Tammany and the Democratic 
party have nothing to do rn th t he ice trust, this great monopoly. 

Mr. LENTZ. Mr. Speaker-
The SPE.AKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Penn· 

syh·ania yield to the gentleman from Ohio? 
Mr. MAHON. Yes. 
Mr. LENTZ. I want to ask if it is not a fact that this Demo

cratic paper, the New York Journal, and a. Democratic judge, 
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Judge Gaynor, have demonstrated that it is unnecessary to wait 
for a c.or?stitutionai amendment to get at the trusts? 

Mr. MAHON. This is a State affair entirely and you know it, 
and you are lawyer enough to know it, and this Cong1·ess has no 
control over it. 

Mr. LENTZ. This resolution -proposes to take the control from 
the States. does it not? 

Mr. MAHON. The Congress of the United States can not con
trol that trust, because it is a State affair. 

Mr. LENTZ. But if you pass your amendment here, it would 
control the States and take the power away from them. 

Mr. MAHON. If they wanted to carry it out of the State it 
would, but not otherwise. 

Mr. SULZER. Will tbe gentleman allow a question? 
Mr. MAHON. With great pleasure. I should like to have the 

gentleman explain this article. 
Mr. SULZER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Penn

sylvania if Mr. Van Wyck, whose name you have used here in an 
offensive way, has not got a right to buy stock if he sees fit? 

Mr. MAHON. I did not use it in an offensive way. I have 
simply read from the New York Journal. 

Mr. SULZER. You must remember that he is the ma.yor of the 
greatest city on the Wes tern Hemisphere, and I do not propose 
that anyone shall traduce him here. [Laughter and derisive jeers 
on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MAHON. Does the gentleman from NewYorksaythatthe 

Mr. TERRY. I now yield to the gentleman from Virginia [l\Ir. 
LASSITER]. . 

[Mr. LASSITER addressed the House. See Appendix:.] 
Mr. TERRY. I now yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 

RIDGELY]. 
~r. RIDGELY addressed the House. See Appendix.] 
Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from Utah [Mr.KING]. 
[Mr. KING addressed. the House. See Appendix.] 
Mr. TERRY. I yield to the gentleman from IDinois [Mr. 

WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS] five minutes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas 

only has three minutes remaining. 
Mr. TERRY. Well, I will give him two minutes out of to

morrow's time, if that is satisfactory to the gentleman from New 
York rMr. RAY] . 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, you must use your time as you 
see fit. 

Mr. TERRY. Three minutes are all I have remaining, and I 
yield that time to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WILLIAM E. 
WILLIA.MS]. 

[Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS addressed the House. See 
Appendix.] 

Democratic party in New York City had nothing to do with this Mr. RAY of New York. I yield to the gentleman from Wis-
ice trust? consin [Mr. BARNEY]. 

Mr. SULZER. I do most emphatically, 
Mr. MAHON. Hereareall those who are on the official list given [ Mr. BARNEY addressed the House. See Appendix.] 

a·s owning- stock, Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
Mr. SULZER. That is a mistake, and you know what you say sent that when the House adjourns this evening it adjourn to 

i~ not true. meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow. 
Mr. MAHON. That is what the New York Journal says. :Mr. TERRY. That is what we agreed upon. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York Mr. SULZER. I object. 

must use parliamentary language, and must not use the second Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. Our side will have an equal di-
person in addressing a member. vision of the time. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to the gentleman The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
from Pennsylvania that what he says-that all the officials of the asks unanimous consent that when the House adjourns to-day it 
city of New York are interested-knows himself is not true, and , adjourn to meet to-morrow morning at 11 o'clo0k. Is there 
he has no- I objection? 

Mr. MAHON. I did not say so, Mr. SULZER. I withdraw the objection at the i·equest of 
Mr. SULZER. You did. gentlemen on this side. 
Mr. MAHON. No; I did not. [Great laughter.] I The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, 
Mr. SULZER. Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Penn- 1 and it is so ordered. 

sylvania- i .Mr. RAY of New York. Now, Mr. Speaker, unless there is 
Mr. MAHON. Will you allow me there? l some other Republican here who desires to be heard to-night, I 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 1 move that the House do no'w adjourn. 

expired. I Mr. KITCHIN. If the gentleman does not desire to occupy the 
Mr. RAY of New York. I yield two minutes more. remaimng time himself, will he not yield to gentlemen on this 
Mr . .MAHON. The gentleman from New York said the mayor side who may wish to occupy the time until 10.30? I imagine there 

was endeavoring to break up this ice trust. are others here who wish to speak. 
Mr. DRIGGS. He never said the mayor. He said the people Mr. RAY of New York. Well, you ought to use your own 

of New York. time. · 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman ·from Pennsyl- Mr. TERRY. I will state to my friend from North Carolina 

vania has the floor. [Mr. KITCHIN] that we have used half the time to-night. If any 
Mr. MAHON. I simply say that the New York Journal says further time is used by gentlemen on this side, I wish it to be 

that the mayor of New York and his brother, who was defeated with the understanding that it is not to come out of the time of 
for governor, and a large number of other Democratic officials in anybody. 
New York had large blocks of stock in this ice monopoly. Mr. KITCHIN. I ask the gentleman to yield the remaining 

l\Ir. SULZER. How many Republicans own that stock? Do time to gentlemen on this side, the remaining time not to be 
you deny it? 

1 

charged to anybody. 
Mr. MAHON. I do not know. Mr. RAY of New York. Have you any gentlemen on your side 
Mr. SULZEh . Why do you not find out? who have not spoken this evening who desire to speak? 
Mr. MAHON. I do not care. 1 Mr. TERRY. If the gentleman will agree that those who speak 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Gentlemen will bein order. The now will have the time given to them in such a way that we shall 

House will be in order. · , be considered as having broken even to-night, that will be all right. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker-- I :Mr. RAY of New York. May I inquire how the time stands? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Pennsyl- The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 

· vania has the floor, and will proceed without interruption. I has fifteen minutes remaining. 
Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania allow Mr. CLA.YTON of Alabama. Be liberal, and give us that fifteen 

me a question? minutes. 
The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman declines to yield. Mr. RAY of New York. We have fifteen minutes that belong 
Mr. MA.HON. I do not know whether there are any Republic- to us, up to 10.30. 

ans in this ice trust. I know that every scoundrel that has been Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. Just give it to us. 
unearthed in it so far has been a prominent Democratic official of Mr. RAY of New York. Please listen to me, and we will see if 
the city of New York. [.Applause on the Republican side.] we can make an arrangement. Is there any gentleman on the 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from Democratic side of this House who has not spoken this evening 
Pennsylvania has expired. and who desires t.o speak? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I hope the other side will use some Mr. TERRY. They will have to answer for themselves. 
time. Mr. RAY of New York. I make that inquiry, if there is aDem-

Mr. TERRY. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from New ocrat present who desires to speak, who has not spoken? If he 
York [1\1r. DRIGGS]. will signify his desire to speak, I will try to take care of him. 

G ddr d th H s A dix Mr. KITCHIN. I would not have made any such request if I 
[Mr. DRIG Sa esse e ouse. ee ppen · had not supposed that there were gentlemen here who wished to 
Mr. SULZER. I would like to ask the gentleman from Penn- occupy the time. ' 

sylvania [Mr. MA.HON] when Mr. Quay is.go~ng to shake the plum M~. - ~AY of ~ew York. Is the~e any ~ember of the Demo-
tree again. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] cratic side of thIB House present thIB evemng who has not spoken 
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who desires to speak? If he will announce the fact, I will yield 
to him out of my time. 

Mr. SULZER. How much time? 
Mr. RAY of New York. Well, I will determine that when I 

see who it is. [Laughter.] I do not wish that any of my oppo
nents kill themselves by overtalking. 

Mr. BREAZEALE. Mr. Speaker, I feel very grateful to my 
friend from New York [Mr. RAY], and wish to say to him that I 
appreciate it, and possibly some time or other my friends on this 
side will return the courtesy. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not agree tovotefor this amendment. I be
lieve, on my soul, that there is now sufficient authority in the Con
stitution of the United States, together with the power given to 
the States, to break up these trusts. We have the evidence of it 
here in the remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MAHON] who read the Journal editorial on the floor of the House 
this evening. It shows that at least one State, New York, under 
a law put upon the statute books by a Democratic legislature, as 
I understand it, has sufficient power to break up the ice trust in 
the city of New York. 

If that be so, why destroy the power of the States and invest 
power in the Congress of the United States to break them up by 
the passage of laws which will invade the rights of the States to 
suppress them? 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 
Mr. BREAZEALE. If it is pertinent. 
Mr. MANN. Do 1 understand the gentleman to say there is 

sufficient legislation now to break up and control the trusts? 
Mr. BREAZEALE. I did not understand you, 
:Mr. MANN. What I understood the gentleman to say was 

that he thought there was sufficient legislation now. 
~Ir. BREAZEALE. Sufficient power under the Constitution of 

the United States now, with the reseTved rights to the States un
der that Constitution, which this amendment will invade and 
break down if it is passed. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say that if the laws 
now in existence were enforced, there were sufficient laws now to 
break up trusts. 

-Mr. BREAZEALE. In several of the States, yes; notably the 
States of New York and Texas; and the very fact that they are 
proceeding in New York to break down the ice trust is evidence 
of that fact, as I believe the gentleman in candor will admit. 

Mr. l\IANN. Doss the gentleman believe that that state of 
affairs exists in all the States? 

Mr. BREAZEALE. I do not. 
Mr. MANN. Does not the gentleman think authority ought to 

be given so as to enforce it? 
Mr. BREAZEALE. There is ample authority in several of the 

States. In my own State we have ample authority to break down 
the trusts; but we do not have trusts in Louisiana-at least, not to 
my knowledge-that we can not break up if the laws are enforced. 
I know the attorney-general of our State, in an interview a few 
months ago, cited the law and showed that it gave him power to 
break down any trust or any combination that existed there. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that if we pass this amendment, if it be 
placed upon the statute books as a part and parcel of the Consti
tution of these United States, there will be no effort made by the 
Republican party, should it ever be in power after this term of 
Congress, to enforce it. I believe we are justified in that belief by 
the experience of the past. I challenge you to deny that, or show 
when at any time that you have been in power you have endeavored 
to break down the trusts; and you have been in power for the last 
three years. 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a polite 
question? 

Mr. BREAZEALE. Certainly. 
l\fr. MAHON. Will you tell me at any time and place where 

the Democratic party when in power for four years attempted to 
suppress trusts by Congressional action? 
· Mr. BREAZEALE. I concede that, and I concede, further, that 

Mr. Cleveland recommended some action by Congress in a mes
sage, either special or general in its character. But Ibelievethat 
the gentleman from North C:a.rolina [Mr. KITCHIN] has to-night 
answered that ques~on to the satisfaction of any candid; reason
able, and honest man. But I do not care whether they did or not. 
The sins of the Democratic party of five or six )'ears ago is no 
justification for the sins of the Republican party to·day in the 
effort to befog the issue and to fool and humbug the American 
people, as they seek to do in this amendment proposed to this House. 

Mr. l\lAHON. Will the gentleman yield to me for another 
question? 

Mr. BREAZEALE. I will. 
Mr. MAHON. If you failed in the four years you were in power 

to enact such legislation, what reason have the American people 
to expect any legislation of that character if you should happen 
to be put in power again? 

Mr. BREAZEALE. In the simple reason that we do not retro-

cede, but progress. So far as I know and believe, and I believe I 
can say without fear of successful contradiction, I state that the 
Democratic party has been the only pa1-ty in the whole history of 
this country that has ever tried to protect the interests of the peo
ple against the oppressive corporate wealth of trusts and com
binations and things of that character and kind, oppressirn and 
tyrannous in their character. 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him another 
question? We will give him time. 

Mr. BREAZEALE. My time is about to expire. 
Mr. MAHON. Did not Mr. Bryan, not long ago, in an inter

view, recommend that Congress should pass an amendment as the 
only way to reach this question? 

Mr. BREAZEALE. He did not. The speech is now in the pos
session of gentlemen on the floor of this House, who will have it 
published in the RECORD, to show that he bas been misconstrued, 
purposely, in my judgment, by the Republican party. 

Mr. MARON. But rightly reported? 
Mr. BREAZEALE. No, sir. 
Mr. GAINES. Here is what he said in part. 
Mr. BREAZEALE. I will read it, or I will yield to the gentle-

man from Tennessee [Mr. GA.INEBl to read it. 
Mr. MAHON. The gentleman has not got the floor. 
Mr. BREAZEALE. Let me read it. 
Mr. RAY of New York. I do not yield to the gentleman from 

Tennessee. 
Mr. BREAZEALE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to quote the 

public statement of M1·. Bryan touching this matter in order that 
there may be no excuse hereafter to misquote and misconstrue 
his utterances. 

WILLIAM JENl\"INGS BRYAN A.T CHICA.GO Tll.UST CONVE.."'q'ION. 

There were loud calls upon Colonel Bryan t-0 respond to Mr. Foulke, and 
he did so, saying: 

I would not occupy the time again but for the fact that the gentleman 
from Indiana (Mr. Foulke) has referred to a plan which I suggested, and r 
am afraid that he does not fully understand it. 

Just a word in regard to the plan. I want to repeat that it was not pre
sented as the only plan, nor is it necessarily the best plan. It is simply a 
plan. I was sorry that when the gentleman ~ot through destroying this plan 
he did not suggest a better one. Political agnosticism is of no great benefit 
to the public. Not to know what to do is often a convenient position to oc· 
cupy, but it contributes very little to the settlement of a question. · 

My plan is this: First, that the State ha.a, or should have, the right to cre
ate whatever private corporations the people of the State desire. 

Second, that the State has, or should have, the right to impose such limita
tions upon an outside corporation as the people of the State may think nec
ess!l.ry for their own protection. That protects the right of the people of the 
State to say, first, what corporations they shall organize in their State, and 
second, what corporations they shall permit to come from other States to do 
business in their State. 

Third, that the Federal Government has. or should have, the right to 
impose such restrictions as Congress may think necessary upon any corpora
tion which does business outside of the State in which it is organized. 

In other words, 1 would preserve to the people of the State all the rights 
that they now have, and at the same time have Congress exercise a concur
rent remedy to supplement the State remedy. 

When the Federal Government icenses a corporation to do business out
side of the State in which it was organized., it merely permits it to do busi
ness in any State, under the conditions imposed by that State, in addition to 
the conditions imposed by the Federal Government. I would not take away 
from the people of the State any right now existing, but I would have the 
Federal Government and the State government exercise the powers that 
may be necessary to annihilate every monopoly. 

I do not agree with the gentleman that you can not annihilate a monopoly. 
I believe it is possible to do so. While the gentleman was speaking, I could 
not help thinking of the lines of a song. While he was destroying every rem
edy suggested, and yet p1·esenting no other, I thought of the lines: 

"Plunged in a gulf of deep dec;pair, 
Ye wretched sinners lie." 

Now, it is a great deal easier to find fault with a remedy proposed than to 
propose a remedy which is faultless. Macaulay-I think he is the author of 
the remark-has said that if any money was to be made by disputing the law 
of i:?ravitation, able men could be found to write articles againc;t the truth of 
that law. I have no doubt that any remedy that is proposed will be assaulted. 
But those who believe that the trusts must go will accept the best remedy 
they can find, try it, and then accept a better one, if a better one is proposed, 
and keep on trying until the people are protected. 

Speech of W. J. Bryan at Baltimore January 20, 1900: 
But I must pass to the trust question. 

• • • • • • • 
CONGRESS HA..S THE POWER NOW. 

Yon ask me what yon can do. I do not mean to say that there is but one 
remedy, nor do I mean to say that there is no better remedy than the one I 
suggest; but I believe there is an easy remedy that will make monopoly im
possible. The Constitution has given to Congress control over interstate 
commerce. 'fhere are certain things which the State can do-and I would 
not take from the State a single power that it now has-to destroy the trusts. 
[Applause.] Place upon the corporation from the outside doing business in 
the State such limitations as the people of the State may think necessary for 
their protection. I will go further than that. 

I believe the Sta.teshould be permitted, if it pleases, to exclnde any outside 
corporation from doing business in the State, for while the natural man in 
diiierent States may compete with one another, I do not believe that an in
~vidna.l in one State must suffer competition with a fictitious person created 
m another State and regulated by laws beyond the reach of people living 
outside of that State. But after the State has done all it can, I believe the 
power will not be complete over monopoly, for the State can only stop the 
monopoly at the State line, and if a monopoly has forty-four States in which 
to work it may be able to get along without the forty-fifth; but if yon wili 
stop the corporation when it attempts to go out of its own Staw, there can 
not be any monopoly, because it is shut out of the other forty-four. . 
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And I believe ~hat Con~·ess 1!as the power, and ought ~o exereis.e it, to say I evidence of the increased cost of printing paper due to the machi-
that no corporation orgamzed m any 8tate shall do busmess outside of that · . . ' . 
State until it secures permission from Congress or some body created by it, ne.t1~ns of the paper tius.t and des1gne~ to be used m advocacy of 
and that permission can be granted only when the corporation shows that the Clark resolution. Did the Repubhcan Ways and Means Com
there ~ no water i!1 i~ stock, and that ~tis not atte~pting to monopo~ize mittee report that measure? Not only did they fail to report it, 
any bianch of bnsmess or the productio_n of a.ny article of .mercha~dise. but refused to consider it No opportunity was given ford b"t 
LApplause.] Then make all the transactions of the corporation public by . . • . e "". e 
regular reports. I beliern you can thus prevent the organization of :i. pri· or for the submission of evidence. Why? If you are honest m 
v~~e monopoly. But .if these condition.s are not sufficient, ~ou ~add con· your professions, why did you not consider that bill, or at least 
~1tions that a.re su~cient, l?ecause I believe that rAonopoly m private hands hear the evidence in support o-" it? 
lS bad; and that bemg so, 1t can not be tolerated, and that therefore you . . . l. 

1 
• • • • 

must devise and enforce such remedies as will be sufficient for the protection Instead of cons1<l.ermg the many mer1tor1ous b;lls designed to 
of th~ people.. . . . . prohibit and strike down the many trusts now thriving in this 

Bu~, my friends, ther~ 18. stm a newer 9u~stion than the trust question; trust-ridden country under Republican rule you ccntent your-
We had the trust question m 1896. The prmc1ple was the same then as now. l . . . . . . .' 
but we have more trusts now; therefore the question is more :imnortant. se ves with crimmally waiting until the c!osmg days of the ses-
The flea quest ion 1S jus~ ~he same in principle, ~hether there is o_ne flea or sion, when there is no earthly chance of its final p:lssage by the 
whether there are a ~111ion; but the flea question becomes mor~ llllporta.nt Senate to brinO" in this bill You report the monstro"ity and in 
as the number of fleas mcreases. [Laughter.] And so the question was the d . ' <::> ~1. • • . • • • <=> • ' 

same in 1896 as it is now; butastherearemoretruststo-day, the question has omg so. you ga&' i:uemmor1tybysurrou?~g i~w1th. an iron-clad 
become of more :importance to the people; and men who couldii't see what rule which proh1b1ts amendment and limits discuss10n to a few 
w~s goin~ on in lS9ti ara !ible .to Eee now; those who <;lidn't fee~ w~t was hours. This alone is sufficient evidence to convict rou of deceit 
gorng on m 189J feel what is gomg on now. In the earlier campaigns m Ne- Th ·d tt..~ ... th Const"t ti f th U · ed St · h ' 
braska. l had the aid of the traveling men; I appreciated their support. e 1 ea . mi.c.. e t :1-1 on O e . nit . ates s ould. ba 

I tell you, my friends, you can not find a body of men of higher intelligence amended lll this hasty arbitrary manner is an msult to the nation 
than the traveling men; and I do not ~ow of .any persons w~o talk as much and sufficient to utterly damn a party so utterly reckless of sin· 
and as well for the money they receive for it as the traveling men. [Ap- ci:ority and decency 
plause.] I was glad to have them with me in the earlier campaigns: I was v • • • • • • • • 

sorry they were not with me in 1898. I remember that in this hall there A political tnck, a measly little nasty political trick? You ho-pa 
were gathered many traveling men who were on our side-men wh~ under- to fool the American people by this plain and palpable trick. Yon 
stood what the money trust meant to 1!1:1e farmer, and, by protectmg the mean to cry from the hustinO's in the approaching campaign that 
farmer from a money trust, were pTotectmg themselves also from the ea.me . . o . · . . · 
principle applied to the other industries of the nation. you sought to annihilate trusts and the Democratic mmonty pre· 

But .most of the traveling men were a~ainst us in 1896. and they were vented it. With great unction you will point to this constitutional 
preaching th~t all we needed w~ ReP.ublican sl?-ccess; that we would then amendment to be known 88 amendment 16 to the Constitution of 
have prosperity, and all men, mcluding traveling men, would be happy. . ' . . . 
There are many traveling men who in 1900 will not travel over as much the U mted States, as an evidence of your great desire to legislate 
ground as they did in 1898, but they will speak with more earnestness. [Ap- against trusts, forgetting to tell the people that yon had no inten
plause . .J For they have s~en what mpnopol}'.' means, an:l many of them ha;rn tion of its becoming law; that you knew it could not pass the 
more time to study and discuss publ.1c questions now than they have had for S te t th" · if ·t Id th H that 
many years. (Laughter and applause.] ena a 1s sess10n, even i cou pass e ouse; eren 

if it did pass Congress there was no earthly hope that it would erer 
be ratified by three-fourths of the States. I hope this effectually disposes of this trust lie against Mr. Bryan. 

It will be seen that Mr. Bryan expressly affirms his belief that 
Congress has the power now to enact legislation that will effectu
ally annihllat.e the trusts. This belief is shared in by the most 
eminent constitutional lawyers on the floor of this House. 

Mr. Speaker, I have been twitted with the charge that when the 
Democ1·atic party a few years ago controlled this Government it 
made no effort to suppress this great evil, and the gentlemen on 
the other side of this aisle appear to find in that fact a justification 
of their failure to propose a remedy during the three and a half 
years of the Administration of President .McKinley, who has ha.d 
during all that time a plastic and subservient Congress to carry 
on t his wishes. 

I do not think that the criticism of the Democratic party in that 
particular is either just or merited. I believe that it should have 
enacted legislation which would ha.ve strangled these gigantic 
industrial monopolies, but when that party came in power in 
1893 these trusts had not grown to their present formidable pro
portions; but little thought was given to the matter in the public 
prints or otherwise. The then grave and important questions of 
tariff reform and currency occupied the full attention of the pub
lic. The Democratic party was pledged to relieve the country 
from the tyrannous oppression of the McKinley tariff act and to 
wipe from the statute books the hideous currency legislation 
placed there by the P.,epnblican party. 

These grave questions, I say, occupied the attention of the pub
lic to the exclusion of the trust question, and might serve as some 
excuse for the failure of the Democratic party to legislate on that 
subject; but, sir, however derelict the Democratic party was in 
that particular,however much theymerit the loud and boisterous 
condemnation of the trust-hating Republicans on the floor of this 
House, yet, Mr. Speaker, it must be said, to its lasting honor and 
credit, that it did not attempt with hypocrisy and deceit to fool 
the American people by the introduction of any such monstrosity 
as this Republican amendment to the Constitution, and however 
guilty the Democratic party may have been of negligence and fail
ure to perform their full duty, yet I glory in the fact that it is 
free from the charge of hypocrisy and deceit now leveled against 
the Republican majority in this House and which charge is estab
lished by the record. 

Let us see how the record stands on this charge. For nearly 
fonr years this Government has been in the hands of the Repub
lican party. During all that time not a line of legislation has been 
adopted affecting trusts. Only within the past comparatively few 
days has a bill been considered by the Judiciary Committee in any 
way proposing legislation on the subject. Why this long delay if 
you are honest and sincere in your professions? Why not have 
enacted proper legislation at the two sessions of the Fifty-fifth 
Congress? If you be honest, answer, and let your answer be 
honest. 

In the early days of the present session of the House Mr. CLARK 
of Missouri introduced a. bill designed to strike down the infamous 
paper trust, a combination in restraint of trade that in effect in· 
creases the cost of education. I went to considerable trouble in 
procuring from the various newspapers of my district valuable 

Forget to tell them that in yolll' inner souls not one of you on 
this floor believes it possible to amend the Constitution. li..,orget
ting to tell them that under no circnmstances could it be possible 
to finally procure ratification of this amendment during the ordi
nary lifetime of the youngest member on the floor of this Honse. 
Aye, with oily unction you will defame the Democratic party, 
and in a truly Pecksniffian manner you will hold aloft your basta.rd 
child of deceit and hypocrisy and say, '' We are the proud fathers 
of this beautiful babe, which the Democratic party killed at its 
birth." . . . 

Forget to tell them that you paid the money sharks the debt 
that you contracted in the election of 1896 by the passage of the 
infamous financial bill, and that you are now paying your debt to 
the trusts by this cowardly makeshift, which you never intended 
should become law. 

But let me say to yon that yon misjudge the American people. 
They are as wise in their generation as you are. They will see 
through this thin veneer of sincerity with a clear vision, and, un
masked and degraded, yon will receive their merited scorn and 
contempt. The American people are an honest and sincere peo
ple. They love honesty and sincerity, and abhor deceit and fraud. 
And I know, as well as I know the sun will rise on the morrow, 
that your fraud and deceit will recoil upon you and you will re
ceive the just punishment of your crime on the day of election 
next November. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no. necessity for the adoption of this con
stitutional amendment. The Constitution as it now exists, as in
terpreted by the Supreme Court, confers ample authority upon 
Congress to enact legislation amply sufficient, if enforced, to not 
only regulate and control, but to annihilate and wipe from the 
face of the country every trust now existing or which may here
after exist. I will not pause to discuss these combinations and 
monopolies called trusts. 

No man dare lift his voice in defense of trusts. But many emi
nent Republicans .find excuse for their being and are endowed 
with a most tolerant spirit as t.o their continued existence. That 
they are slowly sapping the foundations and eating into the vitals 
of this Republic no candid, honest man will deny. That they are 
oppressive and tyrannical is admitted. That tliey strangle and 
kill individual independence and suppress healthful competition 
is not denied. 

Let ns examine the law of the case. Let us take a hasty glance 
at the jurisprudence of the nation as shown by the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and let us see if there is not 
to be found within the ample folds of the Constitution sufficient 
authority to legislate trusts out of existence without the adoption 
of the pending amendment, which I will endeavor to show later on 
strikes at the most sacred right cherished by every patriotic man
the right of the State to regulate and control its internal affairs. 

Pe1·haps the first leading case defining the powers of Congress 
and State legislatures is found in 4 Wheaton, 316, decided by the 
Supreme Court in 1819, McCulloch vs. Maryland. The State 
of Maryland passed an act to "impose a tax on all banks or 
branches thereof in the State of. Maryland .not chartered by the 

f. 
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legislature." The Bank of the United States, a corporation organ· 
ized by an act of Congress, had a branch in Maryland, which it 
was sought to tax under the act above mentioned. Two main 
questions were raised: 

First. Was the act incorporating the bank constitutional? 
Second. Could a State tax a corporation created by Congress? 
The opinion of that great jurist, Chief Justice Marsha.11, as the 

organ of the court, construes the article of the Constitution in 
language so plain and lucid that even a blind man could see it. 
The constitutionality of the act incorporating the bank was main
tained, and it was denied to the State governments the right to 
tax any of the means employed by the United States Government 
to execute its constitutional powers. 

This construction of the article of the Constitution which so 
clearly establishes the rights and powers of the Federal Govern
ment and so distinctly marks the extent of the soverejgnty of the 
States required no further judicial consideration for many years. 

In 9 Wheaton, I, in the Gibbons vs. Ogden case, the same emi
nent jurist denied to •the States the right to regulate commerce 
with foreign nations and among the several States while Congress 
was regulating it. This case, construing the plain letter of sec
tion 2 of Article VI of the Constitution, that "the laws of the 
United States which shall be made in pursuance thereof [the Con
stitution l shall be the supreme law of the land," effectually settled 
the disputed question of supremacy of the law between the Fed
eral Government and the several States. And it was held in that 
case that when the laws of Congress enacted under the Constitu
tion and S~te laws conflict, the State laws must yield. A long 
line of decisions of the Supreme Court, from the ·date of the Mc
Culloch case, in 1819, to the final determination of the Nicol vs. 
Ames case, in April, 1899, clearly defines the respective powers of 
Congress and State legislatures as adjudged and determined by 
the highest court in the land. 

I will not pause to comment on these many adjudications. It 
is unnecessary and will only consume time; and I only refer to 
them for a proper consideration of the pending amendment. 

It now becomes interesting and important to discuss, analyze, 
and mark the history of jurisprudence in the construction and in
terpretation of the several statutes, Federal and State, in order 
that we may determine the powers of Congress and the powers 
of the respective States in the premises, so as to determine 
whether or not Congress has power under the Constiution. as in
terpreted by the circuit and Supreme courts, to enact such legis· 
lation as will effectually control, regulate, and destroy industrial 
or commercial combinations, commonly called trusts. 

The courts were apparently actuated by great caution in their 
first construction of the Sherman anti-trust act, considered by 
many eminent lawyers at the time of its passage as an experiment 
and of doubtful wisdom, and in the preliminary hearing in the 
Jellico Mountain Coal and Coke Company case, reported in 43 
Fed., 898, and 46 Fed., 432, the court denied a preliminary injunc
tion to the United States which sought to prohibit the coal-mine 
owners of Kentucky and the coal dealers of Tennessee, who had 
formed a combination whereby all the Nashville dealers should 
sell coal at the same price, such price to be fixed by the combina
tion. The suit was brought by the United States under the trust 
act of 1890. 

On final hearing, however, the court revoked their preliminary 
order and perpetually enjoined defendants, holding that it was, to 
all intents and purposes, commerce between States, and as it is 
clear that it was a combination in restraint of trade, it falls 
within the trust act. 

This decision was rendered in 1891 and is followed by many 
cases reported in 51 Fed., 52 Fed., 54 Fed., 55 Fed., 64 Fed., 69 
Fed., 78 Fed., 156 U.S., and by the latest important case, United 
States vs. Addyston Pipe and Steel Company et al., decided by 
the Supreme Court of the United States in 1899. 

This latter case, in my judgment, is by far the most important 
interpretation of the trust act yet made. A careful analysis of 
the principles involved discloses a broad and far-reaching vesture 
of power in Congress in the enactment of legislation under the 
broader constitutional warrant to '"regulate commerce." It was 
held lawful that in the power thus granted Congress it could re
strain individual contracts. The court say: 

Under this {µ'.ant of power to Congress that body, in our judgment, may 
enact such legislation as shall declare void and prohibit the performance of 
any such contract between individuals or corporations where the natural 
and direct effect of such a contract will be, when carried o~\~o directly and 
not as a mere incident to other and innocent purposes regUJ.£1ote to any snb
stantfal extent interstate commerce. We do not assent to the correctness of 
the pronosition that the constitutional guaranty of liberty to the individual 
to enter into private contracts limitB the power of Congress and prevents it 
from legislating upon the subject of contracts of the class mentioned. 

The power to regulate interstate commerce is, as stated by Chief Jn.stice 
Mars.hall, full and complete in Congress, and there is no lirilitation in the 
grant of power which excludes private contracts of the nature in question 
from the jurisdiction of that body. 

Does not this opinion of the present court, affirming the judg
ment of Chief Justice Marshall, "that the power to regulate inter-

state commerce is full and complete in Congress," completely, 
absolutely deny the necessity of vesting additional power in Con
gress by the process of amending the Constitution as contemplated 
by the pending resolution? And that the Republican majority of 
the Judiciary Committee in their inner conscience believes this 
to be so. I am thoroughly convinced, else why did the committee 
supplement the pending constitutional amendment resolution by 
the bill H. R. No. 10539, known as the Littlefield bill? 

And here I desire to say a word touching that measure. I will 
have no opportunity of discussing that measure when it comes up 
for consideration by thi5 House to-morrow. And I desire now to 
say that in my judgment it is not broad or far-reaching enough 
to accomplish all I desire in the way of legislation for the suppres
sion of trusts, but it at least enlarges the scope of the present 
anti-trust statute, and I believe if vigorously enforced will afford 
much relief to a suffering public. 

I believe if the amendments to that bill prepared and to be 
offered by the Democratic minority are adopted full, complete, 
and absolute authority will be conferred on this Republican Ad
ministration to absolutely destroy the many infernal trusts which 
live. flourish, and grow all-powerful under Republican rule. I 
shall vote on the morrow for every amendment offered by the 
Democratic minority, and if they fail to carry, which I have no 
doubt will be the caje, became the Republican majority do not 
desire effectual trust legislation, I shall vote for the Littlefield 
bill. 

Returning now to the consideration of the pending measure, my 
objections to it are threefold. It is unnecessary, as I have shown, 
Congress having ample power under the Constitution for the 
enactment of all needful legjslation. 

It is impractical by reason of the long delay necessarily inci
dent to its final ratification by three-fourths of the States. While 
we are waiting the trusts will have control of the Republic. 

It violates a fundamental principle of the Government in the 
surrender by the States, should it become a part of the Constitu
tion, of their right to manage and control and regulate their do
mestic affairs free from Federal interference. 

This is the language of section 2 of the joint resolution: 
Congress shall have the power to define, regulate, control, prohibit, or 

dissolve trusts, monouolies, or combinations, whether existing m the form 
of a corporation or oth~rwise. 

No restriction of any character or kind, remote or contingent, 
is placed on Congress. Under the limitless power herein con
ferred Congress could invade the States and, in a simple act defin
ing trusts, etc., regulate or control or prohibit or dissolve every 
species and kind of business, " whether existing in the form of a 
corporation or otherwise." 

It is no argument to say, as some of yon have, that Congress 
would never avail itself of the authority granted. The question 
is one of principle and not of expediency. I believe it is, or should 
be, a maxim of statesmanship that expediency should not control 
principle. Congress was vested with certain broad powers by the 
fifteenth amendment, and it availed itself of that power to enact 
legislation that any honest and self-respecting man now blushes 
to contemplate. The sad experience of reconstruction days is snf • 
ficient reason to oppose this amendment. The rights and powers 
reserved to the individual State under the Constitution should be 
preserved intact and guarded with jealous care. 

The whole tendency of the Republican party is toward cen
tralization and imperialistic government. The mission of the 
Democratic party is to resist this tendency. 

The proposed pending amendment is along these lines: It 
would invest in Congress unlimited power to strike down the 
most sacred rights of the States-the right guaranteed by the 
Constitution to control, regulate, and govern their domestic 
affairs. 

Mr. Speaker, I can not vote for the pending bill to amend the 
Constituti-on. 

It is unnecessary, unwise, vicious, violative of the inherent 
rights of the States, and, in my judgment, submitted by the Re· 
publican party only in a vain attempt to deceive the American 
people. 

Conceived in hypocrisy and born of deceit, I will assist by my 
vote in strangling it at its birth. 

Ahl I want you just to give me a few minutes, as I would like 
to rea-d it for the benefit of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
who has been very courteous. 

Mr. RAY of New York. You can do it to-morrow. 
When John M. Sheetz was elected attorney-general of the State 

of Ohio, it was publicly charged by the Democratic press, and has 
been charged since, that he was elected by the trusts, that he was 
the tool of the trust. He is now engaged in prosecuting them, 
and I call upon the Clerk to read as a part of my remarks what I 
have sent to the desk. 

Mr. GAINES. What did you turn out Monett for, then? 
The Clerk proceeded to read. 
Mr. SULZER, What is the date of that, please? 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Thursday, May 31.1900. 
Mr. MAHON. The date is all right. 
The Clerk read as follows: · 

[The Ashtabula Sentinel] 
.ATTORNEY-GENERAL ON TRUSTS. 

A dispatch from Columbus, Ohio, May 24, says: "No more stirring and 
complete refutation of the charge spread broadcast by the Democrats in 
the last ca.mpaign that the Standard Oil Company had been instrumental in 
securing the nomination of the Republican candidate for attorney-genera.I 
could be conceived than the speech· made by Attorney-General John M. 
Sheets before the supreme court yesterday. In the hearing of the Standard 
Oil Company contempt proceedings, the attorney-general closed for the 
State. Re did not confine him elf to the legal phases of the case, but 
launched, out in stigmatization of the moral turpitude of lawbreaking by 
rich men." 

"I have some sympathy," he said, "with the wretch who filches a. loaf of 
bread because be is hungry, but I have no svmpathy for the rich man who, 
impelled only by cupidity, urea.ks the law. Possec:;sing so much that i f they 
lost nine-tenths of their we:i.lth they would never know it. except in figures, 
yet their souls are so wrapped up in the business of getting more that they 
tempt Providence by straining . a. legal point. These men are sowing the 
wind, and they will reap the whirlwind. 

"A spirit of unrest pervades the whole country. Blatherskites point to one 
rich man and say be doesn't have to obey the law, and so the seed of um·est 
is sown. I should like to preach a sermon to rich men. I should like to t ell 
them that if it is to anyone's interest to be a model citizen, it is preeminently 
the interest of the wealthy man that he should. It is these men especially 
who should obey the law to the last letter. . • 

"Through everything the people have clung to the courts as an anchor of 
hope. Even when a few years ago a great political party sought to impair 
confidence in the courts that attempt failed. The people should be brought 
to a complete understanding of the fact that the courts will mete out swift 
punishment to law breakers, though they have the riches of Crresus. This 
defendant could pay the ordinary fine of the statute every day and not feel 
it. No legislature has the power to limit the court's power to punish in con
tempt. Tho punishment in this case should be condign." 

The proceeding was hrought to determine the que!ition whether the Stann
ard has violated or continues to violate a decree of the court of March 2, 1892, 
declaring it tho parent of a trust and ousting it from its charter. 

Mr. GAINES. Tell me why you turned down Attorney-General 
Monett in Ohio? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I did not understand the gentleman's 
question. 

Mr. GAINES. I ask why it was the Republican party in Ohio 
did not renominate General Monett, and why they did not indorse 
his splendid and patriotic record against trusts, but left it to the 

REPORTS OF COl\IMJTTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: · 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut, from the Committee on Agricul~ 
ture, to which· was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3717) 
to make oleomargarine and other imitation dairy products sub
ject to the laws of the State or Territory into which they are trans
ported, and to change the tax on oleomargarine, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1854); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Houes on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4462) to amend an act en
titled "An act making appropriations for the current and contin
gent expenses of the lnclian Department, and for fulfi.Ding treaty 
stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending 
June 30~ 1897, and for other purposes/' approved June 10, 1896, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
{No. 1858) ; which said bill and report were referred to the Com· 
mittee of the Whole Bouse on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 323) granting home· 
steaders on the abandoned Fort Fetterman Military Reservation 
in Wyoming the right to enter one quarter section of public land 
on said reservation as pastlue or grazing land, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 185!>); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. V141) to authorize 
the entry and patenting of lands containing salt, and chiefly valu
able therefor, uncler the placer-mining laws of the United States, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1862) : which said bill and report were referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. · 

Democrats to indorse it, which they did, and went down in defeat? REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
Mr. RAY of New York. Monett had had two terms. RESOLUTIONS. · 
Mr. GAINES. Even if that is true, why did they not indorse 

bis anti-trust record? Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
Mr. KITCHIN. No; he had not. following titles were severally reported from committees. deliv-
Mr. RAY of New York. Monett had had two terms. ered to the Clerk; and referred to the Committee of the ·whole 
Mr. GAINES. He on1y had one, and you did not indorse his House, as follows: 

record. Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
Mr. RAY of New York. Monetthadhad two terms. The Dem- was referred the bill of the House cH. R. 6163) for the relief of 

ocrats fought Monett! and this other man was the better lawyer. Henry Beck, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Doest.he gentleman from New by a report (No. 1855); which said bill and report were referred 

York yield to the gentleman from Tennessee? to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. RAY of New York. No; 1 do not. 1'Ir. HAY, from the Committe9 on Military Affairs, to which 
Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. I would like to ask the gentle- was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1200-5) to correct the 

man from New York if he has any more time to spare to yield military record of the late E. D. Scott, reported the same without 
to me. ' amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1857); which said bill 

Mr. RAY of New York. The Standard Oil trust, Mr. Speaker, and report were referr~d to the Private Calenda~. . . 
bad a Senator and a great number of officials-in fact, it is con- M~. STEVE~S of Mmnesota, fron;i th~ Committee on Mihtary 
trolled and owned by Democrats, a:ways has been and always Affairs, to which was referred tJ:ie bill of the Ho~se (H. R. 8474) 
will be, undoubtedly! because nobody can g-et it away from :Cem- to remove the charge ·of desert10n from the m1btar! record of 
ocratic control. I did not yield to the gentleman from Tennessee, Gustavus Adolp?us Thompson, reported the sa;me w~th ~mend
but I was compelled to bow down to the hurricane of wind that j ment, accompamed by a rep~rt (No. 1860); wh1Ch said bill and 
swept over the House when he got on his feet. Thb article hav- report were referred to the Pnv~te Calend~!· . . 
ing been read, I want to say that Mr. Sheets has been a common Mr. CAPRON, f~om theCoilllilitteeonMih~ary ~airs, towh1ch 
pleas judge, and is a man of the highest character, of the highest was referred the b~ll of t~e Ha,use (H. R. 36::>1) placm~ Ja~es W. 
standing, and is a Republican and a representative Republican. Long, late a capta~n, Umted States Army, o~ the retired hst. re-

Mr SULZER Will the gentleman from New York permit a ported the same Wlth amendment, accompamed by a report (No. 
question? ' 1861); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

Mr RAY of New York. What is 1t the gentleman desires to Calendar. 
ask ~e? Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee oninvalidPensions, to which 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The hour of 10.30 having arrived, was referred ~he bill of the Honse ~H. R. 5898) granting an ~
the House, uudertherutesand its previous order, stands adjourned crease of pension to G_eorge F. White, reported the. same. wi~h 
until to-morrow morning at 11 o'clock. amendment, accompanied by a re~ort (No. 1863); which said bill 

and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu

nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the cases re· 
1ating to ship Concord, John Thompson, master,- against the 
United States-to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
spolbi.tion cases relating to ship · Caroline, Charles Treadwell, 
master. against the United States-to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. · 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4441) granting · an 
increase of pension to Gertrude B. Wilkinson, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1864); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7024), granting a pension to Sarah Herri· 
man, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re
port (No. 1865); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROMWELL, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 84:15) granting 
an increase of pension to Jesse F. Gates, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1866); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 

which was referred the bill of the Honse {H. R. 2816) granting a 
pension to Annie C. Collier, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1867); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROMWELL, from the Committee on Pensions: to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9177) to granta,n increase 
of pension to Luke P. Allpin, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1868); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2834) gra.nting an in
crease of pension to Ann E. Cluke, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied bya r eport (No. 1869); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BORE ING, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 9903) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Shell, reported the same with amendment, ac
companied by a report (No. 1870); which said bill and report w~re 
referred to t he Private Calendar. 

Mr. VREELAND, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 9382) granting a pension 
to AdeUa M. Anthony, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a. report (No. 18 71) ; which said . bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2430) granting a pen
sion to Mary 0. Williams, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1872); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Ca.!endar. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9374) grantingan 
increase of pension to Anna F. Johnson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1873); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DE GRA.FFENREID, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (fl. R.10521) granting a 
pension to Charlotte W. Drew, reported the same with amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1874); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. · 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4054) granting an 
increase of pens10n to Elizabeth W. Eldridge, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1875); whichsaid 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9672) 
toincrease the pension of Mrs. M. M. McGlensey, widowof Capt. 
John F. McGlensey, of the United States Navy, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1876); which 
said b1ll and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 296) granting an 
increase of pension to Mrs. Mattie Otis Dickinson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1877); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

:Mr. BROMWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 191) granting a pension 
to Laura P. Lee, reported the same with amendment, accompa
nied by a report (No. 1878) ; which said bill and report were re
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2399) granting an 
increase of pension to Edward McDuffey, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1879); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 4574) granting an increase of pension to 
Mary Emily Wilcox, reported the same with amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 1880); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Under clause 2, of Rule XIII, Mr. JETT, from the Committee 

on Military Affairs, to which was i·eferred the bill of the Honse 
(H. R. 9571) for the relief of William W. Armstrong, reported it 
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1856); which said bill 
and report were ordered to lie on the table. · 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXIT, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally ref erred as 
follows: 

By Mr. SHOW ALTER: A bill (H. R. 12020) providing for leaves 

of absence to certain employes of the Government-to the Com
mittee on Na val Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 12042) to provide rewards for officers 
and men of the Navy and Marine Corps-to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 120!3) for the better contrgl ' 
of and to promote the safety of national banks-to the eommittee 
on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 120-!7) to regulate the hom·s of 
service and compensation of attendants at the Government Hos-· 
pital for the Insane, in the District of Columbia-to the Commit· 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A concurrent resolution 
{H. C. Res. 55) for the printing of a catalogue, books, and articles 
on the subject of trusts and combinations-to the Committee on 
Printing. 

By Mr. McALEER: A memorial of the State of Pennsylvania, 
explanatory of the bills S. 2947 and H. R. 1086-to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 12021) granting a pension 
to Henrietta Gottweis-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12022) granting a pension toMaryWorack
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By .Mr. EOREING: A bill (H. R. 12023) granting an increase of 
pension to Thomas Huddlf,ston-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12024) granting a pension to Martha Mon
rce-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12025) granting an increase of pension to 
Hem-y Baker-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

.A lso, a bill (H. R. 12026) granting a. pension to "Hannah Gil· 
bert-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12027) granting a pension to Jasper Willis
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill ( H. R. 12028) to remove the charge of desertion and 
grant an honorable discharge to Amasa Hodge-to the Commit
tee on Military Affaii's. · 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 12029) to correct the military 
record of Evan D. Dunlap-to the Committee on Military Affahs. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R.12030) for the 
relief of the legal representatives of H. W. Rookwood, deceased
to the Committee on War Cl.aims. 

By Mr. GARD:NER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 12031) grant
ing a pension to William McCloud-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 12032) granting a pension to 
Mary Allice Wiggins-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill {H. R. 12033) granting an increa.se 
of pension to Edwin R. Kelsey-to the · Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1203!) granting a pension to Matthew W. 
Lincoln-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 12035) for the relief of Albert F. 
May-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 12036) for the relief of the trns· 
tees of the Methodist Episcopai Church South, at Sndley, Prince 
William County, Va.-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 12037) to amend the 
record of Company I, Twelfth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cav
alry. by including the name of John H. Thurston therein, with 
the d~te of his enlistment and date of his discharge-to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. . 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R.12038) granting an increase 
of pension to Levi H. Winslow-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. TATE (by request): A bill (H. R. 12039) for the relief 
of William Morley-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 12040) granting an increase 
of pension to Charlotte E. Baird-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 12041) for the relief of the legal 
representatives of Nea.fie & Levy-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By. Mr. GIBSON: A bill {H. R. 12044) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry C. Parham-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 12045) granting a site for the 
er.ecti_on ~nd maintenance ?f a charity hospital by the city of 
Biloxi. Miss.-to the Comrmttee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 1204:6) granting a pension 
to Frederick W. Kline-to the Committee-on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A joint resolution (H.J. 
Res. 264) authorizing the President to restore Clayton J. Bailey 
to his position and rank as a first lieutenant in Twenty-eighth 
Regiment of Infantry, United States Volunteers-to the Commit
tee on Military Affairs. 

PETITIONS. ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XX.II, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BOREING: Paper to accompany House bHI for the 
relief of Jasper Willis-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Paper to accompany House bill relat
ing to the claim of Howard & Spivey, of the State of Arkansas
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Papers to accompanying House bill grant
ing a pension to Moses Davis-to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions. -

By Mr. BURLESON: P etition of J. J. Thames and other drug· 
gists of Taylor, Tex., for the repeal of the stamp t ax on medi· 
cines, etc.-to the Committee on W ays and Means. 

Also, petition of the University of Texas, urging the establish· 
ment of a national standards bureau-to the Committee on Coin· 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the Ex-Slave Mutual Relief, Bounty, and Pen
sion Association, in favor of Senate bill No. 1176, to pension ex
slaves-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: Petitions of the CaliforniaClubandcitizens 
of the State of California, urging the acquisition of the Calaveras 
Grove of Sequoias, and the preservation of the big trees, to ac
company House bill No, 11000-to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By M.r. GRAHAM: Resolutions of the twenty-ninth session of 
the Illinois Association of Mexican War Veterans, Taylorsville, 
ill., for increase of pension for services in war with Mexico-to 
the Committee on .Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Resolutions of Wheeler Post, No. 98, of 
Versailles, Ind., Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of the es
tablishment of a Branch Soldiers' Home near Johnson City, Tenn.
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of the Presbyterian Church of Hanover, and the 
Baptist Church of Levi, Ind., urging the enactment of the anti· 
canteen bill-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JACK: Paper to accompany House bill No. 5147, to cor
rect the military record of John A. White-to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of retail druggists of San Francisco, 
Cal., for the repeal of the tax on medicines, perfumery, and cos
metics-to the Committee on Wavs and Means. 

By. Mr. McALEER: Petition of the Philadelphla (Pa. ) Produce 
Exchange, urging the repeal of the tax of 2 cents on checks-to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions adopted at a meeting of German-American 
societies in Cleveland, Ohio, urging the Government to use its 
friendly offices to bring about a cessation of hostilities between 
Great Britain and the South AL"'ricanRepublics-to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Branch No. 157, of Philadelphia, National 
Association of Letter Carriers, asking for the passage of House 
bill No. 4911, equalizing the salaries of letter carriers-to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, letter of J. W. Dampman, in beha.1f of Maj. Gen. Alex
ander S. Webb, of New York, for his reinstatement on the mili
tary retired list-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also. resolutions of the Maritime Association of the Port of 
New York, in favor of Senate amendments to House bill No. 8347, 
restoring the appropriations for the maintenance of the Hydro. 
graphic Office-to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolutions of Forest City Lodge, No. 10, Brotherhood of 
Locomotive Firemen, Cleveland, Ohio, against any legislation in
creasing the tax on oleomargarine-to the Committee on Agricul· 
ture. 

Also petition of the Sea Gull Specialty Company, of Baltimore. 
Md., protesting against the passage of section 7 of the pure-food 
bill-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the Woman's Christian Temper· 
ance Union of Winchester, Mass., in f:wor of the Bowersock anti
canteen bill-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Bv Mr. MERCER: Resolution of the Commercial Club of South 
Omaha Nebr., in reference to House bill No. 887, relating to the 
Philadelphia. museums, etc.-to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. O"GRADY: Petition of G. Manuel and other druggists 
of Roch~ster, N. Y., for the repeal of the ta:x on medicires, per
fumery, and cosmetics-to the Committee on Ways al)d Means. 

By Mr. OTEY: Papers relating to the claim of Aloert F. May, 
of Virginia-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of druggists of Burlington, Vt., 

for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines-to the 
Committee on Ways and Mean,s. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief of 
the trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church South. of Sudley, 
Prince William County, Va.-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By l\Ir. SIBLEY: Petitions of certain churches and societies of 
Pottstown, Bradford,and Bloomsburg, P a .. asking for the passage 
of the anti-canteen bill, prohibiting the ~ale of liquors on prem· 
ises used for military purposes-to tho Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Paper to accompany Honse bill for tbe re· 
lief of Charlotte E. Baird-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TONGUE: Petitions of the Christian Church and Cum· 
ber1and Presbyterian Church, of Cottage Grove, Lane County, 
Oreg., urging the enactment of the Bowersock anti-canteen bill
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATERS: Petitton of theFirstBaptist Church, of Red· 
lands. Cal., asking for t he passage of the anti-canteen bill, pro· 
hibiting the sale of liquors on premises used for military pur· 
poses-to the Committee on :Military Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of John Lucas & Co., of Philadel· 
phia, Pa., for the reclamation of arid lands and increasing the 
appropriation to the Hydrographic and Geological Survey-to the 
Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands, 

SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June 1, 1900. 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yes terday's pro. 

ceedings, when, on request of Mr. SCOTT, and by unanimous con· 
sent, the further reading was dispem;ed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will, without ob
jection, stand approved. 

LEGISLATION AFFECTING PORTO RICO. 

The PRESIDENT pro temporelaid before the Senate a commn· 
nication from the Secretary of State, stating that the governor of 
Porto Rico has communicated to the President a suo-gestion that 
pending legislation in Congress affectin~ matters in~that island 
should at once be referred therein order that the civil government 
ma.y advise the lawmaking branch as to the possible bearing of 
such legislation; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Porto Rico, and ordered to be printed. 

THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com mu· 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, calling attention to 
the very great importance of having legislative action upon the 
agreement between the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes 
and the Chero~ee tribe of Indians, and also upon the agreement 
ne;:;otiated between the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes 
and the Muscogee or Creek tribe of Indjans, etc.; which was 1·e. 
ferred to the Select Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes of 
Indians, and ordered to be printed. 

MAJ. W, L, FISK. 

The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate acommu· 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmit ting a letter from 
the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, submitting a com· 
munication from Maj. W. L. Fisk, Corps of Engineers, presenting 
certain facts pertaining to disallowances by the Auditor for the 
War Department in the settlement of his accounts, aggregc~ting 
8116.15; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

CO:NFEDERATE CEMETERY AT CA.MP CHA.sE, OHIO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu· 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Quartermaster-Genernl of the Army, submitting a communi4 

cation from Capt. R. B. Turner, Sixth Infantry, quartermaster at 
Columbus Barracks, Ohio, relative to the rebuilding of the stone 
wall and iron gate inc~osing the Confederate burial ground at 
Camp Chase, Ohio; which, with the acc~mpanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

WILLIAM L, DUGGER. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com.mu· 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit· 
ting a certified copy of the findings filed by the court in the cause 
of William L. Dugger -z:s. The United States; which, with the ac· 
companying papers, was refen-ed to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 269) granting a pension to Rosa G. Thompson, 
formerly Rosa G. Edwards; 
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